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PRONUNCIATION OF CROATIAN LETTERS 


C (s in English nuts 
Čč ch in English church 
é ch in English child, only softer 


d, dj, gj j in English joke 


dž ] in English joke, only harder 

g g in English go, even before e, i, y 

j y in English yes 

lj li in English million, in Italian gli 
nj n in English new, in Italian regno 

3 sh in English she 

z 


zh in English azure, seizure 


PREFACE 


In writing this book our aim has been to — of 
important factors which have affected the deve €— 0) 
Croatian-Serbian relations. We have endeavored to ring 
into sharper focus the fact confirmed by historical experi- 
ence that “there was no enduring basis for the perpetual 
union of the two peoples — Serbs and Croats — in a single, 
harmonious society.” 1 We have attempted to answer the 
question why it 1s entirely impossible for Croata and 
Serbia to reconcile their differences in Yugoslavia, and 
why we can find. no just solution of national questions im 
any “federalist” or “democratic” Yugoslavia. There are 
also many other issues which should be clarified. Why are 
the Croatians and Serbians so inimical to each other, 
despite their language similarity (not language identity)? 
Why is it a real crime to force them into a single state? 
Are the experiences of the Croatian people in the first and 
second Yugoslavia the only reason for its struggle against 
that artificial and despised creation, or are there some 
more profound reasons for its attitude? This exposition 
is an attempt to find answers to these questions by the 
study of the political, historical, sociological and other 


factors which are behind the mentality and attitudes of 
the Serbian leaders. 


Needless to say, it is not our intention to disparage or 
condemn the Serbian nation as a whole, for we know that 


l Richard Pattee, The Case of Cardinal ; T o | 
lishing Co., 1953), p. 24. f Cardinal Stepinac (Milwaukee: The Bruce Pub- 
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ch nation has its merits and demerits, its good and bog 
= acteristics. We do not subscribe to the unscientific 
n icious racist theory of inherent superiority or in. 
and n r There is no doubt thai the Sev; 
feriority of any race. rere 1s " mal the , erbian 
nation possesses many positive and worthy qualities, 
We do not scrutinize them here for the simple reason that 
they do not represent a problem in the Croatian-Serbian 
relations, and thus would be beyond the scope of the 
present analysis. Likewise, nobody is so blind as not to 
recognize some unsatisfactory traits of the Croatian people. 
We do not dwell on them here for two reasons. First, the 
Serbians, who have had the instrumentalities of diplomatic 
channels and propaganda apparatus all to themselves in 
the last 35 years, have done a thorough job of informing 
the world how “bad” the Croatians are. Secondly, if one 
studies the Serbian accusations, he can easily see that they 
center around the general theme that the Croatians do not 
desire and, what is more, are, by their history, religion and 
culture, so conditioned that they cannot wish to live to- 
gether with the Serbs. This, however, provides further 
Support for our thesis that a peaceful separation of Croa- 
a and Serbia is the only answer to this problem. It is the 
only solution which can secure permanent peace in Central 
and Eastern Europe, after the liberation of that territory 
from Communism. 
dia or aad be difficult for any fair-minded person to under- 
ita visualize the evidence that follows in these pages. 
fact, it ee may appear to be severe and arbitrary. — In 
0) the " d pe to some of our readers as pure f NEM 
ur data ^: 4 them that truth is stranger than — 
quotations inia verified and our points are proven i 
tral sources. It tand the most part from Serbian and "d 
mannered janie - be kept in mind that to a ee 
on and contr dices € European scene is one of conf f 
tons. In order to set the recor 
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straight we intend to present the unvarnished truth in spite 
of the fact that such a presentation, because of its complex- 
ity and man’s inhumanity to man, is difficult for an 
American to comprehend. 


In conclusion let us point out that in speaking about 
the Serbian national character, we are fully aware of the 
problematic nature of this term, and use it only with great 
reluctance in the absence of a better one. We realize that 
the “national character” is nothing more than a rough 
average of the individual characters of the members of a 
particular nation. Therefore any quality considered here 
to be typical for the Serbian national character may be 
absolutely absent in many of the individual members of 
that nation. Despite all the limitations, however, the 
Serbian national character is an undeniable reality, and is 
as such composed of a combination of the permanent and 
variable mental features widely prevalent among the 
Serbians. Some of them are discussed in this book. 


We wish to express particular indebtedness to our 
friends who have criticized the entire manuscript and have 
made numerous suggestions for its improvement. 


Dr. G. W. C. 


Chicago, Illinois 
March, 1954 
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INTRODUCTION 


Mr. Constantin Fotié, Yugoslav ambassador in Washing- 
ton during the Second World War and a noted Serbian 
nationalist, in his book “The War We Lost," describing his 
visit to President Roosevelt on the eve of the German attack 
of Yugoslavia (April 3, 1941), writes: *Before I left the 
President, he asked me, addressing me as a Serb and not as 
the representative of Yugoslavia, ‘Don’t you think that it 
will be much better for you Serbs if you again become a 
homogeneous state by divorcing yourselves from your west- 
ern provinces? You will again be strong and won't waste 
your efforts in those endless domestic problems and discus- 
sions. Iwastaken aback by the President's open and frank 
question, which had come so unexpectedly after nearly an 
hour of friendly conversation. Of course I was aware of 
all the difficulties of our internal problems and of the almost 
impossible task of finding a solution satisfactory to both 
the Croats and the Serbs. Nevertheless, I did not expect 
the President of the United States to raise this question at 
a moment when Yugoslavia needed the concentration of 
forest resist the coming onslaught of the Axis Un 
"maris id : — events proved that the President's 

An identical at dam evo doge o A . 
at about the "m: ‘Gos fee me by $ rusident Bousavelt 

| ume in a press conference when “he 
expressed his often repeated onini hat 1 | 
Serbs had nothing ; — OMIM that the Croats and 
ian ^s i common, and that it is ridiculous t 
ry to force two such antagonistic peopl O 
under one government.” 2 = Peoples 1o live together 
l Constantin Foti¢é, The War We L NI EM "- 
2 Robert E. Sherwood, Roosevelt my vie, Olen ioe iim 100 » p. 85. 


948) , p. 711. 
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President Roo don 
plebiscite as th. me was evidently inclined 


€" kind. Mr. Sumne 
Pinion in the following manner: “He | 
even more wedded to the idea that plebiscites ar 8 
remedy than Woodrow Wilson had 
an time (1942) that he talked to m 
e€ evening about the desirability of ue; ne 
settle once and for all the friction ahoan the heme : 
Croats and the Slovenes, which had so beclouded the edan 
of Yugoslavia as an independent state. He did not — 
ently attribute much importance to the harm that would 
be done to the national economies of all three peoples should 
they decide to become independent entities... ”3 
According to the testimony of Mr. Ilija Jukié, 
former Undersecretary of Foreign Affairs in the ex. 
iled Yugoslav governments, and a leading member 
of the Croatian Peasant Party, Mr. Winston Churchill ex- 
pressed an even stronger opinion on this subject. In a 
conversation at Cairo, after the Teheran Conference, with 
Mr. Božidar Purić, the Serbian Prime Minister, Churchill is 
reported to have said with exasperation: “There are two 
* 1 vations in E e which have to be 
hegemonistic aspirations in “surop ! Serbia.” í 
destroyed for the sake of peace in it — Prussia and Serbia. i 
A former Czech ambassador in Belgrade, Mr. Jose 
- ‘onal problem in Tito’s Yugo- 
Korbel, writes about P — A ns has not been solved 
slavia: ‘But the Serbo-Croat prob™ ‘te avery part o 
. .. There are politically minded — - nd that 
Yugoslavia, who are serio Y - db years ago was 4 
the founding of the Yugoslav > ph 7 know as sensible 
fatal error... I have met Serbs 


(New York: Harper, 


| 1 a 
3 Sumner Welles, Seven Decisions That Shaped History | | 
M " N.Y. Herald Tribune, (Paris 
4 Ilija Jukić “Yugoslavia: Past and Present, 
a : 
peace April 12, 1949), p. 4 
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eople who have told me that the continuation " Yugoslavia 
A out of the question when liberation comes. 


The Serbians used to tell Mr. Korbel: “We (the — 
and the Croats) have become strange to each other. c^ 
be to our benefit, and perhaps to the upoan as well, : we 
separate after Communism is overthrown. And the gs 
tians used to speak to Mr. Korbel about the situation in ie 
present-day Communist Yugoslavia: "lt is an old story 1n 
a red edition . .. It will be much better to separate from the 
Serbs when Tito's regime falls.^7 Mr. Korbel concludes: 
«The idea of a united Yugoslavia is far from being deeply 
rooted in the minds and hearts of the people... the Serbo- 
Croat problem still exists in full strength.” ? 


A similar opinion has been voiced by the outstanding 
French expert on Yugoslavia, Mr. Albert Mousset, who, for 
over 25 years, defended the idea of a united Croatian- 
Serbian state (Yugoslavia). Mr. Mousset, in an article 
published in the French daily, Le Monde, declares: “There 
the national question remains, and the key to it is the settle- 
ment of Croatian-Serbian relations. This question is just 
as heavy a burden for the present Federal Republic as it 
was for the unitarian Yugoslavia of King Alexander. The 
Croatians wholeheartedly hope — despite Pavelić’s cata- 
strophical adventure—that some day they will certainly have 
d — b Vieni in the Croatian 
His assassination in the Parliam -: of B indio ben em ind 
a deep abyss between the S bs: remp mmn gan 
bees dne me e Serbs and the Croats which has 

en bri ged. And in 1941 and 1942 they engaged ina 
an was not a civil war but a war of two nations." ? 


9 Dr. Josef Korbel, Tito’s Co. ism, ( 

1953), p. 7 ito's Communism, (Denver: University of Denver Press, 
6 Ibid., p. 98. ] | 
8 Ibid., p. 59. "— m 


9 Albe | i y 
rt Mousset, Le Marxist Bonaparte: Tito,” Le Monde, (Paris, No 8 1952) 
€x, & 4; 
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In Short Mr Mousset has come to the conel t 
: F ; * = , | p ; 1 
nun : Un tig the 
I | ri tO S fed era)” 


Yugoslavia, and that the Croatians ` 
to poema some day their own ME — hope 
his opinion has been irmed i Mis 
in a Serbian newspaper, ergy : "rae published 
states: “The political atmosphere in D 3 obran, which 
difficult. Hatred between the Serbs and ate sce IS very 
The abyss, dividing them since the last : FORM dn great, 
deeper every day.  Croatians in Dalmatia, like ~ het 
Croatia proper, do not wish to hear anything abort a in 
slavia. .. This hatred and intolerance between the Serbia. x 
and the Croatians in Dalmatia, and in the whole country n 
"imis "er mey also appear among the more ‘moderate’ 
An American observer of the present-day Yugoslav con- 
ditions, Mr. Richard D. Goodman, describes the national 
situation in allegedly ‘‘federal’’ Yugoslavia in these terms: 
* As stated previously, Yugoslavia is today a People's Re- 
public and not a national state. Frequent reference to a 
Yugoslav state, pronounced by old Yugoslavia and now by 
Communist Yugoslavia, is only the means of concealing and 
denying the real existence of the above-mentioned national- 
ities (Croatians, Slovenes, Macedonians, and Montenegrins) 
of which Yugoslavia is comprised. The Serbs are using the 
term 'Yugoslav nationality' with the deliberate intention 
of denying the Croatian name, national characteristics, and 
rights. The Serbian desire to assimilate all nationalities, 
especially the Croats, into a single Yugoslav nationality 
was and is only a preconceived means of transitionally 
modifying all ethnic groups into one Serbian nationality. A 
Also, we must note that the Serbs have remained the mos 





. . | . , mt, 
cit. by A. Ciliga, Dokle ée hrvatski narod stenjati pod srpskim jarmo 


(Paris, 1952), p. 19. 
10 The American Srbobran, (Pittsburgh, Pa., Feb. 7, 1952), p. 1. 
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ominant and powerful political force in — towne 
died It is commonly known in well 2 E s 
ajority m he Yugoslav 

; majority of members of t " 
gen Serbs and that they, consequently, occupy state 
: zs E D p 
positions of political importance. H 


u chis ir ction with a significant 
a: ew Mr. nn n n of the peoples 
of rch and their right to self-determination. He 
parc “Geographically, Croatia is centrally — € 
tween Slovenia, Serbia, and Montenegro. By virtue 0: ^ 
(Croatia's) geographical position, it may be authentica > 
contended that the very existence of Yugoslavia depen S 
almost entirely upon the political will of the Croatian 
people.” 12 And what is their political will? Mr. Goodman 
answers this question as follows: ‘“‘The Croats, therefore, 
who are de facto culturally superior to the Serbs, unani- 
mously decided and subsequently manifested their will for 
independence, their demand for recognition of God-given 
right to have and to be in their own independent and 
democratic state . . . Strong movements for independence 
can also be found in Macedonia and Slovenia, and these 
strong motivations and desires can be quelled under no 
circumstances. The people are determined to realize their 
objectives and nothing else will terminate their courageous 
struggle.''!3 
It seems from this 
statements 
by 


n description and other pertinent 
that Yugoslavia has been condemned to death 
her oppressed nationalities. 14 The execution of her 





ll Richard D. Goodman, The Real Truth Ab | vi | 
Pa., 1953), E | ru out Communist Yugoslavia, ( Erie, 

12 Ibid., p. 59. | 

13 Ibid., p. 59. 


14 — : a viewpoint shared by all nations and national minorities that have 
een forced to live in that big prison of nations called Yugoslavia 
-—- an outstanding Macedonian leader, Mr. Ivan Mihajloff in Bi 
Macedonia: A Switzerland of the Balkans, (St. Louis: Pearlstone Pu 


For in- 
S book, 
blishing 
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death sentence may be postponed b 
but cannot be delayed d. te m aa 
progressive ideas of national freedom and vates ar dino, 
and of a free community of nations, must win "- T^y 
quated forces of enslavement, oppression and Com vh 
After their unfortunate experiences with uius i 
of despotism (first with mediocre Balkan dictatorships 2 
with disguised and open fascism, and finally with - € 
more tyrannical system of Communism), the enslaved fg 
tions of Central and Eastern Europe have a right to upon 
that some day in the near future, they will be free of all 
kinds of oppression and of all forms of totalitarianism 
They should be enabled and encouraged to form free and 


democratic national governments “of the people, by the 
people, for the people", as Abraham Lincoln put it in his 
Of course, this should 


immortal Gettysburg Address. 
equally apply to all subjugated nations no matter who is 


their oppressor, Moscow or Belgrade. 
undesirable to the na- 


. . The police state regime, the national 
the extermination of all national 
hatever state policy existed during King 
nder the Yugoslav Bolsheviks. 
v state, for which 
donia, 


“Seldom has there been a state so 





Co., 1950), writes: 
tions living in it, as Yugoslavia. 
oppression, the plundering of the people, 
manifestations have not ceased. W 
Alexander's regime, the same conditions exist u 
That is why the idea of Yugoslavism and a general Yugosla 
there has never been any kind of historical and traditional root in Mace 
has become synonymous with tyranny, injustice, and enslavement. If there 
lf, it most assuredly 


is anything from which Macedonia would like to free herse 
is Yugoslavism, and Yugoslavia." (p. 79—81.) 


Chapter I 
SERBIAN NATIONAL CHARACTER 


There are certain idiosyncrasies of the — — 
character of which the outside world is total / | un : e 
And yet, to know them is a key to the understan ing : _ 
small and vigorous nation which has so often in recen oom 
jeopardized peace and prevented stability in that — 
part of Europe. We have particularly in mind the Ser ian 
propensity to narcissism, megalomania and mystification. 
Many Serbians, and especially their leading circles, grav- 
itate excessively to these mental attitudes which are un- 
known to most Croatians.! We should like to emphasize 
here that we do not regard them as hereditary or genetic 
features of the Serbian nation, but as a result of political, 
social and economie developments in Serbia during many 
centuries. 


As the American College Dictionary defines it, narciss- 
ism is the admiration of one’s own physical and mental 
attributes; it is a normal condition at the infantile level of 


l In the booklet On the Borders of the West, (Buenos Aires, 1952, p. 10—11), 
the basic differences between the Croatians and the Serbians are described in 


the following way: "Nature separated the Croats from the Serbs, because the 
river Drina is not only the geographic boundary between Croatia and Serbia 
but is also from the oldest times (since the Roman Emperor Theodosius in 395 
A.D.) the dividing line between two civilizations and, as some philosophers 
believe, of two worlds. The Croats and the Serbs belong to different faiths, 


they use different alph: | ; 
p abets, and belone t ^ | . P 
cultural spheres, Ae early ng to different, and diametrically opposed 


as the 9th C. the its en into t 

of Western culture and, living in the IE EMAR a 
md and deeply experienced the whole of the 
mistan world. The Serbs, on the other hand, fell 
zantine standards, and became an integral part 


sphere 
ct with the West, they 
evolution of the Western 
under the spell of By- 
of the Eastern cultural sphere.” 


I9 
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personality development. Megalomania is : 
alienation marked by delusions of nun. MR 
is intentional misrepresentation of facts. These - 
character deficiencies are closely related, and are, as "e 
important features of the Serbian national beri, 
This fact has been frankly admitted by some iene 
Serbian students of history. In a recently published mete it 
book, a Serbian writer, Mr. Desimir Tošić, speaking e 
Serbian individualism, maintains quite definitely: “A net 
part of the Serbian intelligentsia suffers from the Narciss 
disease, — i.e., from deification of, and falling in love with 
their own personality, their own figure, their own words 
their own writings. Of course, not only educated people 
suffer from this disease; it goes down to the 'lower' levels 
and includes en masse our half-intelligentsia . . ."? This 
kind of narcissism, according to Mr. Tošić, **expresses itself 
in the protuberation of their own (Serbian) personalities". ? 
For this reason, it is quite understandable why one finds 
among the Serbians so many *heroes" who have supposedly 
performed such “great deeds" in the past. However, this 


kind of narcissism is, unfortunately, not limited to the 
On a broader, national 


individual Serbian personalities. 

level, it has turned into a very pronounced national megalo- 
mania combined with a fabulous national mythology which 
has become at times very dangerous to all the Serbian 
neighbors. To verify this statement, which at first glance 
may appear fanciful, let us quote again a Serbian source, 
Mr. Tošić, who writes: * Aside from the unstableness, what 
strikes us particularly in our inner development is the 
megalomania of the majority of our so-called ‘leaders 
coupled with the mythology of those who are led. By the 
misrepresentation of facts, by the casting away of material 


52), 





2 Desimir Tošić, Srpski Nacionalni Problemi, (Paris: Ed. Oslobođenje, 19 
p. 215. 
3 Ibid., p. 212. 
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truth, we not only squander our national forces but Mae 
destroy our national reputation in the outside world. 
Mr. Tošić recognizes quite well the inevitable link between 
megalomania and the misrepresentation of facts, and he 
knows how seriously the present Serbian political leaders 
are given to the mental aberrations of deception, exagger- 
ation and mystification. A recent manifestation of this 
spirit is the steady flow of nefarious propaganda from the 
Serbian exiled political leaders as well as the Serbian 
Communists in Yugoslavia against Cardinal Stepinac. ’ 
Both groups equally use lies, deceit and slander to defame 
that great champion of freedom and justice. 


The Serbian books on history are another example of 
their propensity toward megalomania and mystification. 
For instance, a Serbian historian, Mr. M. S. Milojević, has 
developed quite fantastic ideas about the Serbian people in 
his book on Serbian history. He writes: ‘“‘The first move- 
ment and migration of the Serbian tribes was caused by the 
Chinese with whom they were incessantly at war for 3000- - 
4000 years, until the Chinese pushed the contemporary Serbs 
to Siberia. From Siberia, the Serbians moved on, settling 
the countries around the Caspian, Azov and Black Seas, also 
the lands in Armenia, Russia and Germany, and partly in 
Sweden, Belgium and France. Another branch of the 


4 Ibid., p. 222—223. 


9 The short-sighted and jingoistic Serbian politicians will never forgive Cardinal 
Stepinac that as a Croatian he joined all his fellow Croatians in their desire 
for the complete independence of their country. Though condemning all acts 
of revenge and violence committed during the war, Cardinal Stepinac has 
again and again defended the idea of an independent Croatian state. Even at 
his “trial” in Zagreb Cardinal Stepinac stated the following: “The Croatian 
nation unanimously declared itself for the Croatian State and I would have 
been remiss had I not recognized and acknowledged this desire of the Croatian 
people enslaved by the former Yugoslavia" (Pattee, op. cit., p. 40.). Stepinac's 
courageous defense of Croatian independence has provoked a great hatred for 
him in the hearts of Serbian chauvinists, and this is one of the most important 
causes of their vicious propaganda against him. " 
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Serbian people ... was pushed into Asia 
pi moved to the Balkan Peninsula, mi 
o present Austria, Italy and Germany, wher bos 
other Serbs... A third branch of the Barbien kankre 
from India and went to present Africa, where they ibn ue 
new settlements and started to fight, similarly as in dn 
conquered provinces. One part of the Serbs perished uer. 
another part went to present Spain, France, etc. ... A ve 
small part of this Serbian branch conquered and pillaged 
Rome under the name of the Vandals, and after that they 
disappeared ... The fact that once the Serbians settleq the 
whole of Asia means that they once lived there as an 

independent and ruling nation." 9 


Minor and from 
grating after that 


This fantastic notion that the Serbians had once settled 
the whole of Asia, Europe and Africa is evidently a com- 
bined product of a very vivid imagination and extreme me- 
galomania. Similar views can be found in many Serbian 
books, though not always in such extremely fanciful form.’ 
Another Serbian historian and journalist, Mr. Sima Lukić- 
Lukin, in his book about the ancient Serbians, states that 
they were “the greatest people of the earth," “the strongest 
nation in the world,” “immeasurably rich in population and 
endlessly extended,” “they fertilized all the countries of 
Europe, Asia and Africa,” “they built the tower of Babylon,” 
they were “the nation, in which Christ himself was born!” 5 
Such unbelievable exaggerations are quite typical of many 
Serbian books on history, politics, and culture. In all 
probability, the Serbians are the only people in the world 
who could produce and highly cherish a blasphemous song 
like the following: 


6 M. S. Milojević, Odlomci iz istorije Srba, (Beograd: 1872), p. 4. | 

1 A modern example of this kind of literature is the Serbian daily, The American 
Srbobran, published in Pittsburgh, Pa., which from time to time prints similar 
stories about an imaginary Serbian greatness. 

8 Sima Lukié-Lukin, Srbi u davnini, (Zagreb: 1894), p. 232. 
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«The Serbian heaven is of blue color, 
In the heaven thrones God, the Serb, 
Around him are the Serbian angels, 
Honoring their God, who is à Serbian." 
Unfortunately for their neighbors, this is the spirit in 
which Serbian children have been educated. No wonder 
that numerous Serbians, indoctrinated with such fairy tales 
about their past, profoundly believe that the Serbian people, 
as the greatest people in the world, possess special qualifica- 
tions to rule other peoples, particularly their neighbors, the 
Croatians, Macedonians, Albanians, Bulgarians, Hungari- 
ans, etc. They regard the Serbian army as invincible, the 
Serbian heroes as the greatest in the history of mankind. 
In Serbian opinion, only “a heinous conspiracy" of their 
neighbors, whom they all regard as their enemies, has pre- 
vented them from acquiring “their rightful place in the 
world" as the rulers of the Balkans. An ultranationalist 
Serbian song from the First World War contains the follow- 
ing lines about their King Peter: 
“Uncle Peter is riding on a white horse, 
And behind him marches the whole of America." 10 


No wonder that the Serbian political leaders, suffering 
from a chronie case of megalomania, would like to make 
serbia the leading nation if not in the world then at least 
in the Balkans. This ambitious program necessitates, of 
course, the subjugation of her neighbors. This is the reason 
of the constant threat to European peace by Serbia which 
sees herself as a legitimate successor of Byzantium. ! This 


9 


9 This song has become an inherent part of Serbian national heritage. Their 
children must learn it by heart in the first grade of grammar school. 

10 This King Peter was the grandfather of the present Serbian ex-King Peter. 

ll The Byzantine infuences in Serbia are described by Mr. P.D. Ostovié in his 
book The Truth About Yugoslavia, (New York: Roy Publishers, 1952, p. 105. 
ff.), as follows: “The Croats, Roman Catholics, followed the Western, the 
Serbians, Greek Orthodox, followed the Eastern civilization of Europe. Broadly 
speaking, Eastern civilization is totalitarian, the Western democratic. . . . The 
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is m true of a Royalist as of a Communist Serbi 
; 1s not too difficult to explain some of th € 
the infantile traits in the Serbian nation r reasons for 
Through centuries the Serbians have lived prier 
non-Moslem subjects of the Ottoman Sultan. INA, la, 
subjected to innumerable discriminations and A bra 
Their struggle with the Turks was very unequ maigais, 
suffered from an inferiority feeling which they n » ne Tee 
after their liberation by a new superiority and bres ns 
S i megalomani 
complex. In an uneven fight with the superior T "ua 
deceit, cunning and dissimulation were the st eke 
| he strongest weap- 
ons of the subjugated Serbian rayahs. i 
A Montenegrin leader, Dr. Sekula Drljević, clearly 
recognized these defects of the Serbian national character 
His entire life was spent fighting for a free Montenegro and 
for this reason Serbian chauvinist Chetniks assassinated 
him and his wife, after the Second World War, in a refugee 
In one of his articles, Mr. Drljevié wrote: 
*Under the name *podvala' (deception) there exists in 
Serbia a moral and ethical system, a religion. Serbia 
passionately believes in it. From the beginning of Serbia 
to the present, the whole public life of Serbia testifies to 
her unshaken belief in the power of deception.” !? How- 
ever, the Serbian “podvala” is even more than deception. 
It means not only the portrayal of the adversaries or enemies 


in a false light, but also the imputation to them of the acts 
by the slanderer him- 


or qualities, performed or possessed 
self. Mr. Drljevié deseribes many cases of Serbian decep- 


camp in Austria. 


centuries 4g0, and the 
supernational and uni- 
split into independent 
d deceit were norm 

those who 
murder 


seed of the present East-West feud was sown sixteen 
plant is still growing . . . The Roman Church became 
The Greek Church, though claiming universality, 
. Dissimulation, intrigues, pretence an 
instrumente of policy in Byzantine society, and were taken up by 
inherited its traditions. . . - In free Serbia, corruption, violence and 
continued to be practiced. . . rd b 
12 Dr. Sekula Drljević, “Sumrak religije podvale,” Hrvatski Narod, (Zagre? 
Sept. 24, 1944.). 





versal. 
national churches . . 


"d 


5s d e past to prove his point. Among other things, 
- c well-known Serbian political leader, Nikole 
Pašić, a “Moses of the religion of deception." Under Pašić S 
leadership, Serbia has become the center of many conspira- 
cies against adjacent countries, and the religion of deception 
has been transformed into a “grandiose political system." 
Substantially, the religion of deception was triumphant, 
according to Mr. Drljević, in the activities of the Serbian 
revolutionary organizations, the National Defense (Narod- 
na Obrana) and the Black Hand (Crna Ruka), in the 
famous Friedjung trial (1909), in the Serbian conspiracies 
against Montenegro and her Duke Nicholas (1908), in the 
assassination of the Austrian successor to the throne, Franz 
Ferdinand (Sarajevo, 1914) in the Declarations of Corfu 
(1917) and Geneva (1918), in the Saloniki trial (1918), 
etc., etc. 


In the Serbian domestic life, this tendency to deception 
takes the form of decorative external window-dressing, con- 
cealing the real facts of life. Mr. Joza Kljakovié describes 
this in the following manner: ‘The Serbians, who are the 
most expressive continuation of Byzantium in the Balkans, 
have also changed everything into an outside decoration. 
Thus not only is their saint in the church a decoration but 
also their whole religion .. . Their praying is only a decora- 
tion, they pray with their mouth. Their laws are only 
decorations, nobody Obeys them. Their Yugoslavianism is 
a decoration, they are Serbs. Their heroism is a decoration, 
they are Hayduks (bandits who fought the Turks). Their 
democracy too is a decoration, they are all totalitarians.. . 
Everything is a decoration and a lie." 13 


The Serbian political and cultural leaders, — the Mon- 
archists as well as the Fascists and the Communists, — 
use deception and mystification on a national and inter- 





13 Jozo Kljaković, U suvremenom kaosu, (Buenos Aires, 1952), a SLL. 
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national scale. In the first Yugoslavia the 
children that the First World War was won be 
decisive blows the Serbian army had given to = of the 
Powers by their “victories” at the Saloniki front hig in 
of Kajmakéalan). According to this Serbian myth yth 
Western Allies had very little to do with the fina] um 
Furthermore, some Serbian leaders were able to persy = 
London and Paris, in 1939, that the Yugoslav army m 
defeat allits enemies. However, when the time for fighting 
came, in 1941, that army disintegrated within a few days 
Today, the Serbian Communists speak in the same manner 
about 30 “invincible Communist divisions," and unfortun. 
ately, some gullible people believe again this story, dis. 
regarding completely the lessons of recent history. In 
addition to the Serbian Communists, many Serbian political 
exiles suffer from the same pathological condition, and their 
newspapers in exile are full of all kinds of narcissism, 
megalomania, mystification and deception. 
The previously mentioned Serbian writer, Mr. Desimir 
Tošić, is well aware of the tendency of the leading Serbian 
political groups to mystify world opinion. For this reason, 
he calls the attention of his fellow countrymen to the words 
of a Serbian scholar, Mr. Jovan Cvijić, who once said, 
“Don’t think you can take in your adversaries, — 
they wil make public your deceptions." À aap raa 
Tošić advises against the use of deceptions in the p a 
tional field. In spite of this, Serbian political lea T « 
exile prefer their own propensity to — dnm 
Toáiés well-meant counsel. Not long ago, Ih -* aen 
outstanding Serbian émigrés (Mr. Adam E pom Nations 
Miljuš, and Vlada Belajčić) sent to the bero weal 
Assembly a “Memorandum” directed against di vit 
people as a whole. That memorandum ji wt slander. 
lies, calumnies, misrepresentations, and outright Sie 


y taught their 





————— UD 


14 Tošić, op. cit., p. 204. 
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isis | he same memorandum, a book was pub- 
us v du which the Croatian people and, the Cath- 
cow ce Cardinal Stepinac and the outstanding Croatian 
d have been vilified in the lowest fashion. !5 
Pre book is a shameful model of the Serbian religion of 
Foie Another similarly scurrilous example of it is 
a pamphlet published in England, and distributed in Eng- 
land and America by the professional anti-Catholic bigots 
and hatemongers. !9 It is openly admitted that in the publi- 
cation of that pamphlet the Serbian Monarchists and the 
Serbian Communists have actively collaborated. N amely, 
the author acknowledges with gratitude the co-operation 
of the following Serbian groups or individuals: the govern- 
ment of the Kingdom of Yugoslavia in exile, under King 
Peter; the government of the Federal Peoples Republic of 
Yugoslavia, under Marshal Tito; the Orthodox Church of 
Yugoslavia; the Serbian Eastern Orthodox Church for USA 
and Canada; Mr. Adam Pribićević, Mr. Vladimir Belajéié, 
Mr. Branko Miljus, Mr. D. Mirkovié, Mr. M. Sekulié, etc. 17 
For the true character of this bigoted publication it is very 
typical that all Croatian (Catholic and Moslem) sources 
are entirely disregarded, while the calumnious Serbian 
propaganda is accepted as “the whole truth.” Moreover, 
most of that Serbian propaganda material was fabricated 
in the laboratories of Tito’s infamous secret police (UDBA) 
with the purpose to vindicate the oppression of the 
Catholic Church in Croatia. 18 However, it is in the char- 
acter of some of the Serbian political exiles that they are 
not at all ashamed to help the Communists in the abusive 


M 

15 Herve Lauriére, Assasins au nom de Dieu, (Paris: 1951) 
16 Avro Manhattan, Terror over Yugoslavia, (London: 1953) 
17 Ibid., p. IX. 

18 Terror over Yugoslavia is not exercised, according to Mr. Manhattan, by the 
rper and their secret police, but by the persecuted Catholic Church 
n the Croatian fighters for freedom. In short, in this slanderous book the 
“icdms have been 


portrayed as “terrorists,” and the persecutors as “victims.” 
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| gainst th vadis | 
Church. Thus, the com Croatian people and th 
thé Monarokieta t ommon front of all the Se; e Catholic 
bors, and parti o the Communists, against y, from 
well-establi icularly against the Croati: a Uh neigh 
— lished, though re roatians, is t : 
Serbian me : egrettable, fact | oday a 
ien xo d Pura pas ye and their propen it 
and in h wit | sity to mystit; 
characteristics Pagos " ester ur elt idee 
lal or immaterial , we empt to appropriate th nate 
lal possessions that h e mater. 
longed to neighboring countri — for centuries be. 
Suedland explains this featur vus ur peoples. Mr. T, Y 
the fact that the Serbians n E rn wager yeeros by 
and of nomadi na a mixture of Slavic peopl 
pe ic remnants of the old Romans who, af P» 
€ i of Rome, continued to live in the oni de “ 
alkans aS a nomadic ra | — 
(known as Vlach c, pastoral and predatory people 
foi — 1s or Wallachs).!? He stresses, in his pro 
found analysis of their nomadic traits, the following 
ideas: In the national character of the Serbians the no- 
madic and rapacious character of mountain herdsmen is 
very well preserved |. . . Wherever the Serbians 
appear as a political mass, the striving to appropriate goods 


n Tsintsars ( Cincari) have contributed 
onality. The Vlachs and 
the same Ortho 
bian 80- 





s, the urba 
f Serbian national pers 
d ethnic origin, and belong to 
cilitated their assimilation into Ser 
the Serbian national minority are, for the 
rise the upper social class in 
are best known as 
e or less 


19 In addition to nomadic Vlach 
a great deal to the shaping 0 
Tsintsars are of the same mixe 
dox religion which has largely fa 


In Croatia, the members of 
The Tsintsars comp 


ed carsijg. The Tsintsars 
ir former status 
have deve 
to a great extent, an 
the čaršija of 

fected Serbian P 
erbian scholar, 
s: prudence, 97 
egotism, ambition, 


ciety. 
most part, of Vlach origin. 


most Serbian cities, the so-call 
merchants and bankers. Because of the 
suppressed minority, the Vlachs and the Tsintsars 
tive characteristics, which have gradually become, 
ant part of Serbian national life. So is, for instance, 
made up predominantly of Tsintsars who have greatly af 
cultural and economic developments. According to a S 
[. Popović, the Tsintsars possess the following characteristic 
ness, determination, materialism, narrowness, hypocrisy, 
perfidy, cynism, cleanness, etc., (D. L Popović, O Cincarimd4, : 
and Hrvatska Enciklopedija, Zagreb: 1942, vol. IIL p. 7/1. ff.) 
mentality has been an indelible feature of the Serbian politic 


olitica 
IE | 


al life in 
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ing to others is too often the motive of their effort 
urn that the Croatians possess, Croatian lands. 
Ph atian literature, is Serbian. The Croatians did not create 
Gro hing during their history, only the Serbians did.’’20 
—À—- any shame Serbian writers and historians appropri- 
= in their books Croatian lands, rulers, artists, poets, novel- 
ae etc., and describe them as Serbians. In this sense, they 
ne been always trying to influence the outstanding world 
encyclopedias, and also publications dealing with the prob- 
lenf of Southeastern Europe and the Balkans. Many books 
published in English, French and German are full of Serbian 
mystifieations, imposed upon gullible and uninformed 
authors by the official "Yugoslav" agencies and information 
offices, or by the private or semi-private Serbian propagand- 
ists. ?! 

After getting acquainted through bitter experiences 
with the Serbian propensity to narcissism, megalomania and 
mystification, the Croatians do not wish, under any circum- 
stances, to continue living with them 
or any Yugoslavia. 
here, 


in a second, or third, 
The Serbian mentality, as described 
is for them entirely undigestible. The Byzantine 
culture of Serbia and the Western culture of Croatia can 





first and second Yugoslavia. (See more ab 
Vatroslay Murvar, Hrvatska i Hrvati, *Croatia" Cult. Publishing Center, Chic- 
ago: 1953), and Sava M. Stedimlija, Auf dem Balkan, Putovi, (Zagreb: 1943). 

20 L. 2 — Juznoslavensko pitanje, (Zagreb: Matica Hrvatska, 1943), 
p. —105. 


out Vlachs and Tsintsars in: Dr. 


2] A typical example of this is a reputably looking but really scandalous, pro- 

Tito book, published under the name of Yugoslavia and edited by a Mr. Robert 
Los Angeles: University of California Press: 1949). 
Mr. Leigh White calls it “a pro-Tito symposium" (The Balkan Caesar, New 
York: Schribner's Sons, 195], p. 51). In this half-scholarly and half-pro- 
Pagandist book about Yugoslavia, truth is intertwined with half-truths and 
un-truths, and even with the usual Serbian misrepresentations and mystifica- 
E Croatian Viewpoints are disregarded. Moreover, some of the misin- 
: meg authors had been probably unaware of the fact that they were giving 
nesided and untrue picture. In the selected bibliography, Croatian works or 
ooks Sympathetic to the Croatian people, are, with few exceptions, con- 
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never be recon d E 
iciled in a c 
fessor Oscar Halecki ommon state organizatio 
Croats and the Serb i remarks that what se 2 
where else a erbs is not only religion. He ——— the 
iuum Wenn E oe Europe did the socer "No- 
even in th Siete astern cultural trend ut MM 
n twantisih couture * 28 1S prove stronger 
two worlds whi xi ry. Croatia and Serbia ara 
S which will never ful Serbia are 
and which oli ully understand | 
ich can live in peace each other 
respect, it r only when separated E 
pect, it may be important t pm ed. In this 
dedi Gok dud Miet o mention that despite the 
has ces between Croatia and Serbi 
e were no open clashes between them when t erbia, 
separated, each in their own state. Mr. V sho B "M lived 
ing about this fact, writes: ''O d inho Raié, speak. 
i i , writes: ''On the contrary, Tomislav (t 
first Croatian king, crowned in 925 A.D h d m uM 
to withstand Bulgaria; €——— ecg 
: nd Bulgaria; later some Croatian nobles went 
" Kossovo to oppose, together with the Serbians, the 
ae invasion... Only later when the Serbs rushed into 
roatian lands, escaping the Turks or as their rayahs, their 
mutual intolerance manifested itself, and a deep antagonism 
of interests, tendencies and mentalities came to the fore." ? 
Nevertheless, only after the creation of first Yugoslavia 
did these antagonisms receive the character of a really 





Mr. Harry N. Howard, a professor of history, in his 
storical Evolution," declares that the great Croatian poet 
Marko Marulié was “a Serbian (?) nobleman from Split”, that the Croatian 
poet Hanibal Lucié wrote Robinja, the oldest drama in Serbian (?) literature, 
that the Croatian poet Petar Hektorovié is “a Dalmatian poet”, who wrote 
“in Serbian” (7), etc., etc. (p. 444.) All this is just as fantastically untrue 
as if somebody in Croatia wrote that Mark Twain was 4 great Mexican writer, 
and Shakespeare a great French dramatist! ? There is hardly a single article 
in that book which 1s not under the influence of some Serbian mystification. 
Jt is very deplorable that a Serbian jingoism of a very vicious sort has found 
its way into this book, published by such a reputable publisher. ]t is even 
iore unfortunate that in it Serbian chauvinism has been mixed, in some places 
with an uncritical glori fication of Tito's undemocratic and Communist regime. 
Oscar Halecki, Borderlands of Western Civilization, (New York: The Rolan 


24 
Press Company, 1952), p. 402. 
5" Vlaho Raić, Hrvatska i Srbija, (Buenos Aires, 1953), p. 17. 


spicuously absent. 
“Chronology of Hi 
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permanent enmity, and a struggle started which is apparent- 
ly inherent in the very existence of a common Croatian- 
Serbian state. Of course, the separation of Croatia and 
Serbia is not expected to change by itself the Serbian char- 
acter, but it will probably have an important moral signific- 
ance and be beneficial to Europe as a whole. It may in- 
crease the amount of mutual tolerance in the Balkans, and 
it may prevent a further “Balkanization” of Europe which 
is a real threat to the Western democratic institutions and 
the Western mode of life. 


Chapter II 
SERBIAN IMPERIALISM 


Serbian literary reformers, Dositej Obradovié in 
Two c., and Vuk Stefanovié-Karadzié in the 19th C. 
dem or less the idea that from Trieste to the 
from Budapest to Kotor (Cattaro) almost ex- 
ely live Serbians. People of that territory, they said, 
-— different names but their "real nationality" is 
may have Vuk Stefanovié-Karadzic coined the favorite 
wem slogan “Srbi svi i svuda” (Serbians all and every- 
— which has become the guiding idea of Serbian im- 
wher in, As Mr. P. Ostovié explains: “He (Vuk Stefa- 
Pé Karadžić) claimed that most of the Croats were really 
Serbs and reduced Croats and Croatia to something less than 
one-fifth of their territory. Unfortunately, these views were 
taken up by Serbian politicians and gave birth to the idea 
of a Great Serbia.! The Serbian Church and Serbian in- 
telligentsia have both accepted this Pan-Serbian program, 
trying to realize it with all possible means. “The fact is 
that in the decades which followed," Mr. Ostovié continues, 


l P. D. Ostovié, The Truth About Yugoslavia, (New York: Roy Publishers, 1952), 
p. 48. — Mr. Ostovié contends that the seeds of this Greater Serbia idea were 
Dans much earlier. He writes: “When the Turks reestablished the Serbian 
thei "s Peć, in 1557, they extended its spiritual authority over all the 
mi thos, nstans who immigrated or were imported into Bosnia-Hercegovina 

in the Bo parts of Croatia which the Turks had conquered and incorporated 

to all cope P ashalik, The Serbian ecclesiastical authorities began to refer 

Spiritual Aenea as our land’; meaning, of course, the land under their 
ough i ‘ction. This term, ‘our land, was later misinterpreted, either 

lion is un | or deliberate intent, as meaning Serbian land. This interpreta- 

atimiroyi 2 in the Memorandum sent by the Serbian Metropolitan Bishop S. 

“to the Russian Court, in June, 1804." (p. 48.) 
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"extreme Serbian claims to Croatian territo 
for a Great Serbian State were based ries and Plans 
on these erroneous assumptions." 2 wei ideas ang 
any exaggeration that this Serbian expansions 
of the principal reasons for the animosity hi 
between the Croatians and the Serbians. a d b 
Serbians and the Bulgarians. ve 
In his remarkable book A ; 

the noted sociologist L. v. es ‘een on "the ree 
gist of the South-Slav question lies in the fact that fh | 
political and religious concepts of Byzantium threaten to 
take over the whole of the Balkans, that old domain of 
Byzantium.” s In accordance with the Byzantine view. 
points, “the right to existence in the Balkans is possessed 
only by Byzantine believers. Everything else must be de- 
stroyed by force or slyness.”* Or expressed even clearer: 
“The essence of the present South-Slav problem consists 
in the fact that the Serbians endeavor to conquer the Bul- 
garians and the Croatians in order to become the first power 
in the Balkans, and then intend to destroy and assimilate 
the Croatians and the Bulgarians, thus conquering and 
serbianising the whole Slavic Balkan." 5 It is generally 
recognized that, in the main, the Serbian political leaders 
systematically strive to put into effect their imperialistic 
and expansionistic program. This ambitious scheme of 
conquest was clearly formulated, in political terms, by a 
Serbian minister of foreign affairs, Mr. Ilija Garašanin, in 
his “Načertanije” (Plan) ? which he handed to the Serbian 
Duke Alexander Karadordevié in 1844 when Serbia was 
still a small vassal dukedom in the Ottoman Empire. On 


2 Ibid, p. 48. 

3 L. v. Suedland, op. cit., p. 161. 

4 Ibid., p, 161. 

5 Ibid., p. 162. | ike, 

6 Petar Šimunić, Načertanije, Tajni spis srpske nacionalne i vanjsko poli 
(Zagreb: 1944) 
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. of a memorandum, written by an agent of Polish 
— in Serbia, Mr. Franjo Zach,” Garašanin drew & 
emigre -econstructing the old, medieval Kingdom of Tsar 
plan ot n th irpose of putting into effect 
as (1331-1355), for e purpose p — 

uet of a Greater Serbian Empire that would take the 
A e of the older Eastern and Ottoman Empires. The aim 
p T ch's memorandum was to make Serbia a bulwark of 
glori m policy in the Balkans. GaraSanin "edited" 
det memorandum in such a way as to make an enlarged 
pro-Russian Serbia a leader in the Balkans, a second By- 
zantium. According to GaraSanin's plan the Greater 
Serbian Empire would embrace territories which have never 
been Serbian, i.e., the following Croatian provinces: Bosnia- 
Hercegovina, Dalmatia, Syrmium (Srijem), and Slavonia. 
He would have also incorporated into Serbia some Bulgarian, 

Hungarian, Macedonian, and Albanian territories. 
Unfortunately for the Serbian neighbors, and even for 
the Serbs themselves, GaraSanin’s plan has become the 
national catechism of the Serbian statemen, politicians and 
diplomats. A Serbian historian, Mr. D. Stranjakovié, clearly 
— y m when he says: “GaraSanin’s ‘Načertanije’ 
: EM , With certain changes and additions, as a program 
gn and national policy, not only for his author (Ga- 


rasani — 
Serbia pr also for all other statesmen and politicians of 


Serbian wars 
goal of 


Serbian aim could be a 


the 
ig) tion 


" = Royal Yugoslavia, and the policy of 
goslavia, are completely identical. The 


l Dr. Vatr 
8 | Oslay Murvar Hrw * Ir e n 
VoL IV), p. 405 ce, “Načertanije,” Glasnik Istorijskog Diusta Que Cui 


p Drustva, (Belgrade, 
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difference betwee : 
cover up the Shae lesa lies only in the slogans i 
in the 18th and 19th C vim In the Dukedom a te to 
ation from the Turks,” in 4 chief Serbian slogan was a 
it was “Natio: E EU. e Royal Yugoslavia (1918. Der 
kd ional Unity,” in the Second Y * N 918-1941) 
cialist Brotherhood and Unity." Th nd Yugoslavia it is "Go. 
slogans have somewhat cha dé rough all these years th 
: A nged but the agerea«; ; the 
Serbian policy of conquest and expansi has ee Greater 
yon dom matter who rules in "rst a has remained the 
t he most eminent Serbian. ini a | 
bles Orthodox iis 2 ae oe : the U.S., the 
article in the American Srbobran these diu e 
Belgrade must possess Trieste and Saloniki,” 9 thus x 
pr oe most authoritatively that the Serbians demand not 
only Croatian, but also Slovenian, Macedonian, Bulgarian, 
Albanian, and Greek territories which would become parts 
of a Greater Serbia. The Most Rev. Dionisije asks his 
Serbian people: ‘“Serbians, defend Serbdom in its broadest 
ethnic boundaries and provinces . . . Remember, Belgrade 
cannot prosper if it does not possess Trieste and Saloniki. 
These are our two sea gates, which for Belgrade, for Serbia, 
for Yugoslavia, must always be open...” 10 Serbian 
political books and Serbian newspapers in exile repeat daily 
the same refrain of a Greater Serbia as the ultimate goal of 
all the Serbian political strivings. For instance, in the book 
by S.D. Balaé, Istorijska prava srpskog naroda igual 
Srpski Narodni Savez, 1943, p. 135.) the author deman ; 
that, the Serbian national state must ultimately include we 
the territories “from Trieste to Sofia, and from Budapes 


to Saloniki!” | | ^ 
This extremely imperialist mentality of Serbian leading 
reja,” The Amer 


d bugarskog Episkopa And ce aghome 
s r — We call this sche 
June Zi, 1952), P. 2. » Ie may be see on 


9 Lpikop Dioninije, “Osvrt na ra 
bia, “Plan Dionisije. 


ican. Srbobran, | Pittsburgh, Pa.: 
for the crention of a Greater Ser 


map Ne. 5. 


10 Ihid., y. 2. 
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‘ble for serious troubles in Royal and 
circles has eor n Ri the First World War “the 
| Communist nd was secretly pursuing a plan for the 

Serbian "a Great Serbian state at the expense of other 
creation of à les.” 11 The leader and prime minister of 
Yugoslav my a eriod, Mr. Nikola Pašić, “was deter- 
pei je Tur S Dundee b d to form nothin 
: -o make the new kingdom he helped to orm no g 
—— : the ‘Greater Serbia’ of his imagination." !! As 
os Halecki remarks: “For the Serbs, who by them- 
selves constituted the larger half of all Yugoslavs, that state 
was to be, as a matter of fact, an enlarged Serbia." !* Thus, 
the national administration of the first Yugoslav state was 
“overloaded by Serbians." !i In that state, “the Serbian 
ruling class assumed the air of liberators and conquerors 
...(and)...it started abusing all non-Serbians and all 
institutions and habits which were not on the primitive 
Serbian level . . . This Serbian hegemony extended to all 
fields of the political and economic life of the country and, 
true to its inherited Turkish methods of government, found 
expression in discrimination against and in injustice toward 
all other Yugoslav peoples ..."!5 Asa disappointed Croa- 
tian "Yugoslav", Mr. Joza Kljaković, explains: “In this 
Tugoslavia we Croats were considered second-rate citizens 
The Serbs tried to convince us that they h b m 
ators, breaking the ‘famoue’ at they have been our liber- 
they have liberated sine aed — ae "MA, 
currency at a rate a PER everything; they withdrew our 
Important ies n o four, they took over all the most 
‘liberation? "acd so on. This was the beginning of our 


shots which kill d" they liberated us with revolver 
} e | "2 e i 
NI tephan Radié, his nephew Paul, and the 
T rra op. cit, p. 80 
oseph S, R ) - 
| 1947), 5 £25 Balkan. Politics, (Stanford, Cal.: Stanford University Press, 
Rouce : > p. 02. 
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deputy Basariček, while several o 
wounded. The liberation d in e, Severely 
Sibinj, with the massacres of Senj (where Me . 
Croats were slaughtered by Serbian knee epe 
numerous imprisonments and deportations.” 16 Ts it the 
unusual that, in the eyes of the Croats, the name Yu : ven 
is synonymous with tyranny, terror, and injustice? goslavia 
The Tito-Communists have adopted the same attitude 
towards the Croats as did the older Belgrade regimes, 17 
They are just as Pan-Serbian as their royalist predecessors 
Occasionally, the ruling circles of Tito’s Communist Yugo- 
slavia frankly admit the true facts about their own Pan- 
Serbian policy. For instance, the Communist propaganda 
sheet Novi list (The New Journal), published in New York, 
and edited by members of Tito’s propaganda staff, declared 
in its issue of Oct. 15, 1951 that there is nothing unusual in 
the fact that “Croatia is being administered by the Serbians" 
because the Serbians have “deserved that right in 
the struggle for liberation!" Every agressor, and every 
conqueror tries to support his position by the phony slogan 
of “liberation.” Hitler maintained that he had “liberated” 
Poland, a Stalin “liberated” it again from Hitler. In a 
similar manner, the Serbian imperialists of all colors main- 
tain they have “liberated” Croatia, and consequently have 


16 Joza Kljaković, “Croatia” in Todays World, (Edinburgh: Vol. 1, Nr. 2, 
Jan. 1948), p. 16. | Nee 
[7 One of the pe m British admirers of Tito, Mr. George Bilainkin (Tito, 
New York: Philosophical Library, 1950, p. 44), describes a meeting between 
Tito and Mihajlovié in 1941, and quotes Tito as saying: "Since for 

unknown reason Mihajlović mistook me for a Russian, and remained 7 ra 
that impression for some time, he spoke quite openly about the Croats and : 
other peoples of Yugoslavia. Asked his opinions about the national wey 
he openly declared that Croats, Moslems and others must be mere — 
that, after retribution had been exacted, they must be completely 
But Mr. Bilainkin evidently forgets to add that 
ter the war, to make real this old dream 
n the present-day Communist Yugoslavia 


ced than ever. 


punished, and 
subordinated to the Serbs.” 
Tito’s Communists have been able, af 
of pan-Serbian imperialism, and that 1 
the Serbian hegemony is more pronoun 
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‘cht to keep there their army of occupation. De- 
the TE r attempts to cover up the policy of Serbian ex- 
spite cleve various fields, the ruling circles of Communist 
ans ^x persistently follow the idea of a Greater Serbia. 
fuu state, diplomatic and military posts are held 
All n nic even in the so-called Croatian “government” 
Mr jb in which Serbians play a leading role. 'The Min- 
ipt 'oreign Affairs of Tito's Yugoslavia is a Serbian 
ister of Foreign : D sadi bn the 
(Kota Popović), so are the Yugoslav ambassa lors in th 
most important world capitals: Washington, Paris, London, 
and Moscow (Popovic, Prica, Velebit, and Vidić, respective- 
ly). Moreover, the finances, the Internal affairs, the police, 
and the ministry of defense in the “federal” government 
are also headed by the Serbian ministers. No wonder that 
the Croatian people call this situation “‘Pan-Serbianism in 
a new red edition!” Mr. Goodman attempted to discuss 
this situation with Mr. Janez Stanovnich, Counselor of the 
Yugoslav Mission to the United Nations. However, “Mr. 
Stanovnich refused to discuss and deliberately avoided my 
(Goodman’s) interrogations concerning the national, eth- 
nical and political questions in Yugoslavia because he too 
realized that this is the most delicate and critical problem 
presently confronting the Yugoslav Government.” 18 The 
present rulers of Yugoslavia continue to preach deceitfully 
about “brotherhood and unity” in order to cover up their 
oppression of enslaved nations. | 
The Serbian émigrés are, unfortunately, as imperialistic 
as the Serbian Communists who today rule 
hesieie 4 A Croatian journalist, Mr. Bogdan Radica, 
n Picts, In an article, that Dr. Milan Gavrilovié, an allegedly 
i — and a leader of the Serbian Peasant 
mito the Yugoslav Govern in dir Saba 
Sver Serbian bl | T . mer » - 
an blood fell, there is Serbian soil. Subašić 


18 Goodman, Op. cit., p. 60. 


10 


asked «T 
í. 7, 90 YOU als 
tia), “ ' OU aiso mean à; 
de à Yes, Zagreb too." Zagreb? à (the c 
avrilovié h O, answered " 
E. as never deni ing Mr. Gavril - 
insofar as it 1 enied this storv wh; Ović, 19 
S ; proves that | ry which Da aas Mr. 
erblans are extremely fames M s maulid Significant 
Was expressed bv th y imperialistic, A sim; moderate” 
Di a y the form v. A similar yj i 
Jonovié, no NAM er Serbian mini eW-point 
Sea » NOW an emigré in į minister, M 
"s side the boundaries of "ue US. who dec] inue 
not a single Serbi or an eventual, future C ared that 
2% of the patron er could be included.” 2 my State 
ne ulation of tk e l inc 
composed of Serbs, this > ae — lan capital, hers 
malities! kendari Kama uld practically mean that Ser , is 
incorporate the very capit ites that they would 
G : | pital of Croatia, if "Panes dies 
vasterSarhia. Thin is simi , 11 possible, into thei 
"n l'his is similar to a demand eir 
made by the Germans to include the ci 1and that could be 
G o include the city of Parisi 
erman state because a small percent — 
ihara! However, the rcentage of Germans live 
MN itii , re are some Serbians who are 
generous" than either Mr. Gavrilovic ions 
They are willi "irr avrilovié or Mr. Djonovi. 
y willing to “give” Croatia a very small territory 
around Zagreb. ?! This plan of “ampu ny, E 
the S ad plan of *amputation goes back to 
the erbian political leader, Mr. Nikola Pašić, and was 
recently revived by the Serbians in the United States. ?? We 
see 1t as a real tragedy that so many Serbs strongly believe 
in their own foolish, expansionist propaganda slogans, 
particularly in the fantastic fable that all “Yugoslav” prov- 
inces with a Serbian minority are “Serbian lands" which 
must be incorporated into a Greater Serbia and so "liber- 
ated from the enemy." The existence of more or less strong 
Serbian minorities in 


Dita] of Citas. 


the countries surrounding Serbia justi- 


ski Glas, ( Winnipeg Man., 


ee 
^ Hrvat 


]9 Bogdan Radica, 
Canada, July 31, 1951) 

90 Statement by Jovan Djonovic, The American 

Srpsko-hrvatski spor, 


“Covor Milana Gavrilovića, 
Srbobran, Aug 


( Pittsburgh, Pa.: 


nsion is reproduced on 


91 Dr. J. Z. Milosavljevic, 
Srbobran, 1945). Milosavljevié's plan of Serbian expa 
the map No. 5. 


22 Ibid., Appendix 
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laims for their protection, but can never serve as 
fies the €. n for the insane annexation plans of the Serbian 
a vindical The members of Serbian minority in Croatia 
paparia ae arse possess all civil and political rights, How- 
| " yan Croatia, they cannot continue to enjoy their 
we eivileged status as a ruling group. 
— is another unhappy feature in the Serbian men- 


power to Belgrade and the Serbian — P 
Yugoslavia." All this according to a very distinguishe 

scholar, Mr. Hans Kohn, who also adds:  *Thus Serbia 
dreamed rather of the role of Prussia, without the numerical 
or administrative superiority of the latter, than of the role 
of Piedmont" (Panslavism, University of Notre Dame Press, 
Notre Dame, Ind., 1953, p. 57.). He describes how “a great 
self-confidence and an aggressive nationalism pushed the 
ruling circles of Serbia to challenge the *ramshackle" Em- 
pires of Turkey and of Austria-Hungary," and then elabor- 
ates on this subject: “More dangerous was the spirit of 
violence which developed fast among the Serbian youth, 
and a brutalization of publie life and the celebration as 
heroes of terrorist ‘martyrs,’ beginning with Bogdan Zera- 
JC, a Serb from Hercegovina who on June 10, 1910, shot 
Genera] VareSanin at the opening of the Bosnian Sabor 
(Diet) and then committed 


Suicide. This aggressive over- 
flow of misguided 


energy expressed itself later also in the 


Serbian policy toward other Slavs, Croatians and Macedon- 
eon (Kohn, Op. cit 


understand » P. 191—192.). It is therefore quite 

ans." sre able that the Serbs as "the Prussians of the Bal- 
selves ; “© accused by all their neighbors of placing them- 
a > mto the category of supermen. The Croatians, Bulgar- 


lans, Alban; 
S, Albanians, etc., should, in the opinion of many Serbs, be 
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glad to be led b H 
y them. Howeve 
a can never vite dng Sng re nations of 
eadershi " Kr a Or a m 
m aap In the first and second Yugoslavia ne 
me, we Serbians have continued to beh Aere 
sians of the Ball 4° ba wo BeHAVe As ihe Pr 
e Balkans, forgetting that the adjacent - 
will nev to fi i e adjacent countri 
ver cease to fight for their own ind es 
only the Serbi Kc | independence. Not 
s the erbian neighbors, but many outstanding statesm 
a the jp World, like Mr. Churchill, have saboantined 
1e great dangers of Serbian hegemonism and i 
the peace of Europe. ^ "n—" 
The tactics used by the Serbian politicians in the execu- 
tion of their final goal, a Greater Serbia, may at times dif- 
fer, but the goal still remains unchanged. Today, the exiled 
Serbians are divided into two major groups. The first is 
still trying to sell the Croatians and other oppressed 
nations on the idea of a third Yugoslavia which would 
allegedly be “democratic” and “federalistic.” The second 
group, realizing that there are now no gullible Croats who 


would believe their empty promises, admit frankly their 
efforts to create a Greater Serbia. At times these two 
groups quarrel violently with each other but in their fight 
against Croatian independence and freedom, there is no 
difference between them. Both groups take active part in 
a calumnious pro a campaign against the Croatian 
nation and her po and cultural representa- 


tiv 


pagand 
litical, religious, 
es. | | 
While all the Serbian P doing ve 
possible to prevent the establishment of an indepen ti 
Croatian state, which would necessarily hinder them in e 
expansionist plans, the Croatians have no objections aga" 
the formation of a Serbian state whl 
ethnic frontiers (see map No. 6). However, : od 
are not satisfied with any sensible proposal to fix : is 
boundaries. They have ruled Yugoslavia for ove 


93% Jukić, OP- cit., 


oliticians are 


p. 4. 
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d so have persuaded themselves that all the pro- 
ears, and * riated by force or cunning after the First 
vinces5; oe really theirown. Now, they believe in their 
world pede te propaganda slogans. Yet their grotesquely 
own ah aad agressive plans include the domination of 
imperialis dubius territories that it would be a matter 
denm impossibility to swallow them all and remain alive. 
of age mines include: Macedonia (Bulgarian-Macedonian 
seran Montenegro (Montenegrin majority), Kossovo 
n istoblja (Albanian majority), Sanjak (Croatian Mo- 
"em majority), Bosnia and Hercegovina (Catholic and Mo- 
im Croats here represent a majority), Dalmatia (over- 
| helming Croatian majority), and even parts of Banal Cro- 
atia. How do the Serbian politicians justify such imper- 
tinent imperialistic plans? They say that in all these 
provinces “Serbian blood fell." "This is partially true since 
the Serbian Chetnik and Partisan gangs savagely invaded, 
during the Second World War, the Croatian, Macedonian, 
and Albanian territories. Those bands, operating in "enemy 
territory," committed innumerable crimes and atrocities. 
The Croatians, Albanians, and Macedonians defended their 
soll, and in their action retaliated by 
and some civilians. This fact, deplorable as it is, doesn’t 
give the Serbs a clai 
Germans were killed in France during the war and never 
developed the idea that Dunkirk is their territory because 
“German blood fell 


ecause, in their opinion, they 
tern part of Europe, since they 
ors of Byzantium." 


le the Eas 
"legitimate Success 
-., any Yugoslavia, the Croatians and other subjugated 
„ns can only expect a gradual but systematic annihila- 
Ould be the only way to satisfy the insatiable 
cal appetites. Wel] aware of these facts, those 


tion which w 
tbian politi 
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nations are allied in their struggle for freedom ang polit 
independence, against any form of national or sei 
ic 


exploitation. ?* 


24 The already mentioned American observer, Mr. Richard D. Goodman tak 
very sympathetic attitude toward the struggle of oppressed nation; A me 
liberation when he writes: “Not only does the moral and ethical code iine 
tee to. every people (nation) the right to self-determination, so also ^ » 
Charter of the United Nations, the Atlantic Charter, and other state document 
Every nation has the right to self-determination, the privilege of organizins 
and conducting the type of government of its own choosing. It is certain that 
Yugoslav nationalities comprise such groups for they are all culturally quali. 
fied to unite into individual, independent, sovereign states. If the principle 
of the United Nations' Charter are to be faithfully executed, these peoples must 
be granted the right to self-determination under the supervision and protec. 
tion of the United Nations Organization. We must firmly assert and mani. 

fest our democratic convictions through concrete and constructive action, that 

no people are obliged to join a federation unless they so desire — the peo. 
ples of Yugoslavia did not sanction collaboration with or inclusion in the 
We can even more readily comprehend the 


present Yugoslav F ederal State. E eher 
justification of Croatian and Macedonian resistance to membership in the 


Yugoslav Federal State because of their previous mistreatment in the first 
Yugoslavia. These peoples, therefore, have valid and serious reasons for 


desiring home rule." ( Goodman, op. cit., p. 60). 


Chapter £ II 

sERBIANS AND THEIR NEIGHBORS 
ve to say SO; the fact is that 
uvinistic nation. 
1 observers who 


ugh it is to ha 


le tho 
- ntensely cha 


retta , 
poem have been an 1 


me Serbians "5 pous opinion of all impartia 

y. Sd animous opinl 

This 15 grin dly studied Serbian mentality. For instance, 
have Pro’. riter, MI- Konrad Bercovici, in his brilliant, 


the Balkans based on his 
his fascinating part of the world, 
examines the Serbian na | ter and comes to the 
following results: | f view of chauvinism 

probably the most chauvinistic people 


the Serbs have been | 
in Europe, it not in the world. Because of that attitude, © 


they have been necessarily continually at war. They were 
the blessed people. They could do no wrong. This con- 
tinual pressing forward and spreading out have brought 
Serbia to war, at one time or another, with every one of 
her neighbors and has often compelled her to ally herself 
with nations whose alliance she was as anxious to shake off 
after it was consummated as she was anxious to make it in 
2 of stress. Serb alliances were never worth the paper 
madii written on, or the ink with which they were 
In an articl J; . á 

E ag eg an 
ie, Dagetti Sushen, disswuaieg the (Hrvatski Glas), Rev. 
Croatian and the Serbia hara a woe an een 
edema! “A, pend cart ne aracter, arrives at these con- 

part of the Serbians hated the Croatians 





l Konrad Bercovici 
V | | 4 
1932), p. 67—68. The Incredible Balkans (New York: G. P. Putman's S 
| a LJ . | | ons, 
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in former Y 
‘ormer Yugoslavia. I have noticed 
TREE oticed that : 

not hate only the Croatians. The ras the Serbians dig 
Macedonians. Germans. H . they hated the Albanian, 
ibd vem tha Pe postice npe peg Bulgarians, Italians. 
| | ns... in genera. f» TS 
basic characteristic of their soul t serpupeloepiae ur 
and eyes "rm. e 2 , put a seal on their fan 
8 ... This kind of Serbian was reared i = 
mosphere of blood and revenge. The great diffe edd 
tween the Croatians and the Serbians lies onina pes 
things) precisely in the fact that among the Croati vag 
venge is educationall ‘ici egard — 
irae nally and officially regarded as a crime 
and it exists only illegaly. Among the Serbians, revenge 
is educationally and officially regarded as a virtue, and it 
receives all civil honors. . . In addition to their cult of blood 
. the Serbians have inherited a Byzantine 
“Latins? (Catholics), and a Kossovo- 
" (specifically, for the most part, 
against the Moslem Croatians) ... If among the Serbians the 
f hatred is victorious, they will incite 
t themselves and will disappear from 
history in the same way as did the Avars, the Huns, the 


Vandals and other ho »2 
What is the origin of the hatr 
olics) and the “Turks” (Moslems 
among many Serbians?  L. V. Suedl 
Serbian Orthodox re y^ 
special hatred for every person ° n 
Many Serbian Orthodox laymen ha — 
people (Orthodox believers in Bosnia, for = aor 
isolated from other people, and the non-Ortho n 
they dare to move into an rthodox — D boli 
Serbian Orthodox intolerance 18 the reason wW d 
have almost completely dissappeared in some P 
9 Dr. Dragutin Kamber, “Mržnja i zločin”, Hrvatski 
— Canada, Nr. 8, 9, and 10, 1951. 
3 Suedland, op. cit., p. 190. 


and revenge . 
hatred against the 
hatred against the «Turks 


Glas, Winnipe& Man 
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| vic, Vladika (Bishop) and ruler of 
Balkans. D pb issued an order in 1702 that all 
Montenegro ( le must accept the Orthodox religion, 
n-Orthodox people © | s who did 
ag nove out of the country. All Moslems who di 
ead ao hi order were mercilessly slaughtered in accord- 
not obey . 3" old Byzantine ideal: One religion in one state. 
ance with pv of Montenegro, Vladika Rade, Peter Petro- 
Another ™ (1813—1851) wrote a remarkable epos, Gorski 
[etd ntair Wreath) in which he glorified the 
a UEM | he Serbs hail Njegos's 
slaughter of the Moslems. However, the pe all Nj von 
epos as a work of unusual pu and highest morality 
despite its glorification of genocide. 

The Serbian-Orthodox hatred of the Catholics and the 
Moslems is known to all the experts of Eastern European 
history (Finlay, Gfroerer, Helfert, Fallmeyer, etc.) 5 L. v. 
Suedland points out that the real origin of that hatred lies 
in the hatred of the ancient Greeks for the Romans, i.e., in 
the hatred of the conquered people with higher culture and 
weaker character for the less educated but strong willed 
conqueror, and that this Greek hatred for the Latins is still 
alive in the Serbian Orthodox Church. 6 However, it would 
be interesting to study the reasons why the same hatred has 
dissappeared almost completely from the other Orthodox 
churches (from the Bulgarian or the Roumanian Orthodox 
churches), and why has the Serbian hatred crossed its 
orginal religious boundaries and has been extended, in re- 
cent times, to include other Orthodox peoples like the Bul- 
&arlans and the Macedonians. 
history fay ne vitably leads to crimes, and so is the Serbian 
against | fallen loody crimes against Serbian neighbors and 

OW Serbs. 


llois Dr. Branimir Jelić depicts this in the 
ma way: “One needs only to 


read a few pages of 
S Dr. Redi Baa xen | 
5 1952), "Tum Eticko naličje bosansko-hercegovačkih muslimana, (Vienna: 
Suedland 0 -" 
Suedland p. Clt., p. 152, 


» Op. Cit., p. 153, 
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Serbian history to Paus 
the Middle Psi png a par rid and erue 
er, brother, or son, was killed or himself «5 "t Bis fath- 
thing cruel. There was a steady Betta aoaiina teer 
has to read the so-called Du&an's Code rountry. One 
what sort of crimes existed in Serbia "d Law to learn 
ternal fight and discord was also the a urna in- 
unable to defend herself against the attacks in ys Was 
Turks without effective resistance, and thus becam 0 the 
centuries, a Turkish dominion. When, in the 19th on d 
Serbia was free again, the same things happened as bafon 
Only two or three Serbian kings died a natural death all 
others were murdered or killed. After the liberation of 
Serbia, the entire Moslem population was massacred (Po- 
kolj Baša), so today there are no more Moslems in Serbia." ? 
The Serbian hatred for all the Moslems is particularly 
intense. The Serbs call all of them “Turks” (the Croatian 
Moslems refuse to accept this name) who must be an- 
nihilated in order ''to revenge Kossovo" (where the Serbians 
had been decimated by the Turks in 1389). During the 
Balkan wars, in 1913, and during the First World War 
(in 1916) the regular Serbian army committed such ob- 
noxious misdeeds in occupied Albania that they can be only 
compared with the horrible massacres executed by the Ser- 
bian Chetniks in Sanjak, Bosnia, Hercegovina and Dal- 
matia between 1941 and 1945. 8 A Serbian socialist, Mr. 
Dimitrije Tucović, was very much ashamed of those crimes, 
and he condemned them sincerely when he wrote: — 
ian villages, from which people have fled in time, i 
transformed into places of fire. But at the same time, si 
were barbarian crematoriums, in which hundreds of = m 
and children were burned alive. And while the rebels 0 


lty. In 


* 

7 Dr. Branimir Jelié “The ” Danica, (Chicago: Feb. 13, 
1952). 

8 Balić, op. cit., P- 36. 


Croatian Memorandum, 
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Serbian officers and soldiers and let them go free, 
aa oldiery did not even spare the children, wo- 
the Serbian 80. k."? A Moslem document sums up their 

and the sick. i: "The fate of the Turks and 
mer situation as follows: “The fate of the Turks an 
ri n Moslems that were included in pre-war and 
the passum (Yugoslavia) can be considered a great 
post-war There were approximately 2 millions of Turks and 
tragedy. s who suffered a vicious persecution, forcible 
manut and mass killings by the Serbs during those 
pee 10 The document continues: “The same fate was 
nn applied to the Moslems of Bosnia and Hercegovina. 
The reason why this was not carried out in full, is to be 
found in the fact that these Moslems did not consider them- 
selves a minority but a part of the Croatian nation. They 
allied themselves with their national brethren, the Catholic 
Croats, and thus fighting and suffering together, they saved 
at least their lives and their existence." ! In 1917, the 
Serbian government made plans to exterminate all the Mos- 
lems in Bosnia-Hercegovina after the "liberation" of these 
provinces and their incorporation into a South-Slavic State, 
but such plans were dropped at that time because of the 
energetic opposition of some Croatian members of the Yu- 
- Committee, particularly the famous Croatian Sculp- 

; Mr. Ivan Mestrovié, a great humanitarian. !2 
“Ey p an outstanding Moslem scholar, Dr. Smail 
sam m" ee lost, during the Second World 
result of the sla ion ercegovina, about 200,000 men, as a 
the Serbian Chest a on civilian population, carried out by 
him niks, The Moslems lost about one-fourth 


disarm 


Bal 


PD. thesis " 
4 m ira * Albanija, (Beograd-Zagreb: 1946) , p. 109. 
u 72° 1949), y, & or toslems to their religious brethren in the W orld, (Chic. 
or p. 9 l 
12 Ivan to Y 
| "^eSlroyic “The Decl E. | Ye 
lin ule for Freedom A eclaration of Corfu,” in The Croatian Nation in its 


É, op. cit, p, 3 d Independence (Chicago: Croatia, 1954) 


wer e, fo The victi | 
OWever LE part, peasants, wor Pi mass 
slew about 2% of the tony time, in 1914, s, d children 
tricts of Foča anq kew total population in tho 20 soldier 
oslems were ‘j; Ogatica. In 199 tup si © Bosnian dis 
Sahoviéj in O oe M Me regular sn ne  CToatian 
peace, 4 pp ala, and this happened gee” Sy i 
Serbians to «. ane explains that the "Ebr time or 
ommit such horrible crimes is id of man 


ih "Hayduks" (bri. 
petrated man mi e same time pe 
highway oy , a and cruel crimes ag ium 
xcd aee "^ cQ, uU, 4CCeSSOTS of those original Haydy}, 
e Serbian Chetniks who are « | — 
duk-traditian 16 ) are very proud of their Hay. 
k-tradition.!5 The Hayduks and Chetniks alike ~ 
haad he , S and Chetniks alike are 
nored by the Serbian people as national heroes. the; 
AER WA. ; | 1€roes, their 
crimes are often glorified by the Serbian writers, and thus 
It is no wonder that Le Bon !’ attributed criminal instincts 
to the Serbian nation as a whole, although we know today 
that nations cannot be made responsible for the actions of 
their individual members and groups, no matter how large 
or representative they are. We consider the doctrine of 


14 Balić, op. cit., p. 7. 
15 Balié, op. cit., p. 31. | “In our 
16 A Serbian scholar, Dr. DuSan Popovic, writes about the p apos Mirror 


opinion it is not exaggerated to say that there was no family in our d 
n with the Hayduks; they were €" 


eople which did not have some connection” | si 
Hayduke or their concealers. To write about the Hayduks, — pe 
the intimate story of our morals, the story of our soul and our erio 
our intimate family story through centuries. These — e il 
are even today the outstanding qualities of our respectab [7 About the 
intellectuals . . ." (Popovic, O Hajducima, Belgrade: ann p" den 
Serbian Hayduks see also: Sava M. Stedimlija, V nt] "va Balkan, Po 
Frieden, Putovi, Zagreb, 1944, and Sava M. Une * ; ionis 0 length 
rovi. Zagreb 1943. — Both Štedimlija and Balić (op. 97 ^ the Hayduks 
the horrible misdee cruelties committe 


17 Balić, op. cit., p. 31. 


ds and unbelievable 
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tive responsibility morally wrong and politically 
collec g, and do not say even for a moment that the Ser- 
dsngerosm as à whole should be prosecuted for the mis- 
pian ye some of her members. We agree with Mr. Klja- 
deeds rd hesays: "There are cut-throats in every nation, 
kovié W “ne the misfortune of every nation. They should 
and — ed according to Divine and Human Laws. Nobody 
" p opposed to such punishment. But to outlaw a 
rri nation because of some cut-throats is neither human 
nor Christian." !* | ive 
The Serbian Chetniks, like their predecessors the blood- 
thirsty Hayduks, have played an important role in Serbian 
national life. Mr. Leigh White, an American newspaper- 
man friendly to Mihajlović and opposed to Tito, mentions 
the fact that the movement of General Mihajlovié was “an- 
ti-Croatian" in nature. 1? Then, he continues: “His ( Mi- 
hajlovic’s) followers were largely Chetniks, members of the 
traditional Serbian militia detachments, or cetas, which 
had been so instrumental, in the Balkan Wars and earlier, 
in founding and enlarging the independent kingdom of 
Serbia. Since the First World War, however, the Chetniks 
had become an anachronism; their parochial psychology 
was unequal to the problems of total warfare. Many Chet- 


niks in fact, Supported the quisling Nedié, who believed that 
Serbia’s survi 


- survival depended on collaboration." 2 Or as Mr. 
Richard Pa 


ttee expresses it: “Long before the outbreak of 
World War IT. the Chetnik 


heir puro KS had existed in Yugoslavia. 
lm i -— was antagonism and hostility to the Croa- 
iim aa pe of an insurrection. The Serbs were well 
and of the; © growing discontent of the Croatian people 
im desire to assert their rightful independence. 


M8), p 1g.” Croatia”, in Today's World, Vol. 1, No. 2. (Edinburgh, Jan. 
e he Sh > 2m Tito versus Stalin, (New York: Charles Scrib- 
id., p, 36, i 


20 [b 


22 


Taking adv 
antage of thi | 
that the Croati uus fact they spread the false be]; 
à froatians were responsible for the in; e belief 
Which took place with r the initial mas; 
e with the upheaval of the Y: Acres 
ment. Facts Prov h i ugoslav Gover; 
; e that it was the Serbian Chet.: ern. 
committed the atrocities upon the Croat; an Chetniks Who 
During the era of the first ^ ewm Populace,” 21 
oi the first Yugoslavia, th 
have proved that they are a peace-loving : * Croatians 
tempted to liberate themselves from the Serbian amy ub 
| 1 Oppressi 
by € and unbloody means. The leaders der" 
est Croatian political party, the Croatian Peasant p = 
used only parliamentary and ` efu hee arty, 
Vari | y peaceful methods to acco 
lish their political aims. Most certainly, the natio 
Peasant Party was the most peace-loving and the most " 
ciliatory political party in that part of Europe. Its leaders 
subscribed to Tolstoi's doctrine of nonresistance, and they 
Saw in Gandhi the prototype of a successful leader. Their 
pacifist attempts to achieve mutual understanding were met 
by the Serbian ruling circles in a peculiar way. Leading 
Croatian personalities were imprisoned, tortured, and ev- 
entually liquidated in the infamous Yugoslav prisons. Croa- 
tian parliamentary leaders were assassinated in Belgrade's 
Parliament, on June 20, 1928, when Croatian deputies Pav- 
le Radić and Duro Basariček were killed by a Serbian fan- 
atic. The leader of the Croatian people, Stjepan Radic, died 
on August 8, 1928, of wounds which he received on the 
same occasion. On February 19, 1931, the famous Croatian 
historian, Dr. Milan Suflaj, was murdered in Zagreb by = 
ayent of the Serbian government. Massacres of Croatian 
civilian population in the districts of Velebit, Sin), Sen), 
ote., followed. Croatian civilians were, on many — 
killed by the Serbian gendarmes. Ultimately, all peace r 
Croatian strivings were answered by the proclamation w 
a royal semi-faseist dictatorship, by the Chetnik mesi "d 
an inerense of imprisonments, and by an even pel 
nounced Serbinn hegemony. Thus, even the most pac 


21 Pattee, op, rita p. Al. 
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the Croatian Peasant Party saw the necessity to 
jeaders of ights of the Croatian people by force if neces- 
jefend the - fminded a defensive organization, under the 
gary: in Me Civil and Peasant Guard,” to protect the peo- 
name of the acts of terror and violence on the part of the 
ple against t 
governmen creation of the Croatian state, on April 10, 
“se P lendish Serbian Chetnik and Communist bands 
1941, : " reign of terror in some Croatian provinces, and 
a dt lans were forced to defend themselves, some of 
- Ur ng, unfortunately, the methods which they had 
trt their Serbian oppressors. As early as April 
^ 14, and 15, 1941, the barbarous Serbian Chetniks started 
to commit atrocities in Croatia by killing 20 Croatian peas- 
ants in Illiéà and Cim (near Mostar in Hercegovina), and 
burning 85 houses. On Aug. 2, 1941, in Krnjeuša and Vr- 
toé, Serbian Chetniks massacred 130 Croatian peasants, in- 
cluding approximately 60 children. ?? On June 28, 1941, a 
Serbian national holiday (Vidovdan), “‘the Serbs living in 
Croatia revolted in many places, attacking the defenseless 
Croatian people largely because of their hostility to a free 
and independent Croatian state,” 23 which “was left virtually 
defenseless, with no organized army, while the Serbs, on 
the contrary, were well prepared both with arms and an 


effective army.” ** The Croatians retaliated, provoked by 
the Serbian agressio 


lovié, 1 n, and on Dec, 20, 1941, Draža Mihaj- 

» leader of the Serbian Chetniks, and minister of the 
n exile, gave an order which included 
| raphs: "5. al | itom 
of all minorities - p cleaning of state territory 


ro d un-national elements," "establishment 
of stable boundaries between Serbia an 


als i 
anea Serbia and Slovenia, to 
— nation of Moslem people i 


oyal government i 
the following parag 


d Montenegro, and 
be accompanied by 
: n Sanjak, and Croat 
Theodore B 
enkovié | 
~ Atlee, op, cit dg ie The Tragedy of a Nation (Chicago: 1947), p. 40, 
Pattee, Op, cie. ^ 4) 
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and Moslem inhabitants in Bosnia 
Thus, the killings of the Croatian — Hercegovina » s 
misdeeds of irresponsible bands. rans ^" Were in no way 
age of the Croat-Moslems," “ . : .an Vides 1 JP "Mom. 
confidentiallly given by the Royal Minister w^ = Strictly 
Yugoslav government in exile, General Draž: ar of the 
(the worst and most cruel killer of the Moslems Mihajlović 
gave detailed military orders to his troops Agr iens i 
advantage of the military situation, 'they wer t — 
all the Moslems in Yugoslavia.’” 2 indice: 
There are many official documents which can prov 
that the Serbian commanders took these orders seriously » 
executed them wherever possible. A secret order of the 
Dinarska Chetnik Division No. 22, of March 29, 1942 states: 
“At the most opportune moment liquidate all the Croats, 
Catholics and Moslems.” 7 A brutish Chetnik leader, Mi- 
lan Santié, declared in a talk in Trebinje in July, 1942: 
“The Serbian country must be cleaned of all Catholics and 
Moslems, and this must be radical. We shall kill all with- 
out mercy and to the very last man, woman or child." 7 
Another Chetnik commander, Jovan 3 Jelovac, in his order 
of Feb. 10, 19453, gave this instruction to his troops: “Catch 
and kill all the Moslems, women and children . : : This 35 
an order from our highest places, and we must execute 
- uva m ; ng 
The worst massacres of the Croatian population during 


pore 

25 Benković, op. cit., p- 4). in i eho rites: 

26 A “Message, op- “at. @ I» Cf. also Ostonie, P. cih p a of Rossi 
“That they (Chetniks) were bent on driving the Mo a found ia bi archives 
is proved by a plan in Mihajlovic s own bandu Tp uc - co 
_.. Plans were completed for the expulsion 0 es ontja-Slavo ari 


tom Bosnia-Hercegovina and from large regions © Serbian state 
matia, all of which were to become parts o 
plan was no secret in Yugoslavia." 

97 Benković, op. cit. P- 40. 

98 Benković, op. cit» P- 41. 

29 Dr. Oton Knezović, “Mihajlović Order 
Smotra, Buenos Aires, Oct. 1952, p. 25. 


s the Slaughter of Croatians, 
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TJ occured in Eastern Bosnia, from 1941—1943. 

World War Uzorinac describes them as follows: “Ac- 
Theodore atement of a local Chetnik commander, Mr. 
Lr in about 5,000 Moslems were killed in 
1941—1942, in Foča and Gorazde (Eastern 
the winter E Christmas, 1941, some 30 Chetniks entered 
p A of Catholic sisters at GoraZde where they 

the monastery raped them, slaughtered them, and threw 
fund * yc armen Drina. In January 1943, major Pavle 
t gained out in the district Bijelo Polje a ''cleaning 
mr 49 villages were burned, thousands of Moslems 
a igiured, and about 2,000 wagons of foodstuff and 
feed were confiscated. Between Feb. 2 and 6, 1942, many 
Moslem villages were attacked in the districts Plevlje and 
Priboj. On this occasion 4,200 Moslems were killed. At 
Kasindol, the heads of households were surprised at prayer 
in the Mosque and brutally slaughtered.” °° It is impossible 
to enumerate all of the savage massacres executed by the 
criminal bands of Serbian Chetniks. However, the most 
atrocious one occured at Foča in 1942 where the Chetniks 
used the Drina-bridge as their slaughter house for Moslem 
ipe population. Thousands of innocent Moslems, — 
mn - children, — were killed by the horrible 
sine on 22 throats (because of such crimes the 
e Serbian Chetniks "eut-throats"). After 


On 
30 Dr, Th Ti 
| Deb, Mar je raritas, "The Secrets of Ravna Gora," Die Neue Ordnung, 
Ported to him Ng — One of Mihajlovié's commanders, Pavle Đurišić, re- 
Plevlje, Foča, and č " has completely eradicated all Moslem villages in the 
* Operations sm ajnice districts by burning them down and that “during 


| plete annihilati Ae "em 
"Pardless of ser Lar we of the Moslem population was undertaken, 


. casualties: our total losses were 22 dead: 

tiis E e 4 ead 
5: 1,200 fighters and about 8,000 other casualties . i 
Mr. Pavle D. Ostovié, quoting this 
1$1€, who was responsbile 


. WO- 
report in 
for these atrocities 
received, upon the recommendation 
| Y decoration ‘for valor, and as it 
ecelved from Hitler the Order of the Iron 
zis ” (op cit., p. 224.), 


26 


doing this, the Chetniks tossed the ki 
river. Thousands and thousands of uisi maia Into the 
exterminated in this bestial manner. 90a n Civilians werg 
: In this horrible business of killin 

ical enemies, the Serbian Chetniks sed grtioon and Polit. 
competition with the Serbian Communists. prea oe 
fought each other, but in their hatred of the om a they 
particularly of the Catholic and Moslem reli AM 
were in agreement. “Tt was not until 1951 that it co T 
proved that in the Croat Dioceses 371 priests p be 
murdered as well as 18 geminarians, 5 lay brothers -D 
religious orders, and thousands of Catholic intellectuals, 
Of this total, 26 priests and 5 friars were murd an 
EU | | ered by the 

Serbian Chetniks of Draža Mihajlović.” 31 
It would lead us too far to enumerate all the infernal 
atrocities of the Serbian Chetniks and Tito’s Communists 
in Catholic and Moslem Croatia. 32 Jt is estimated, how- 

dt 

even one of the typical pro: 


30a The evidence on this point is SO convincing that 


Serbian apologists, Mr. Wayne Vucinich, (see the article “Yugoslavs of the 
Moslem faith” in the symposium “Yugoslavia”, OP- cit, p. 261. f), after 
quoting some of the usual Serbian distortions about the Croatian Moslems, 
must ultimately admit that “in 1941 and even later the Chetniks carried oul 
indiscriminate terror raids against Moslem settlements, and that “a large 
number of Moslems in areas along the Drina and elsewh nia were 
killed" (p.272.). However, Mr. Vucinich is evidenti | he = 
when he maintains that the Moslems a bloody 


were the ones 
revenge on the part of the Chetniks.” 


The articles by 
ugoslavija Američki Hrvatski Glasni, 
v Dr. 5m 


slimani i treća J 

27, 1954, etc.), and the significant an | " 

(op. cit.), have presented conclusive and documentary ae pa Chet 
: initiate the i 
n were ! y j oxterminalé 


t Moslem populatio 
into operation an © 


fully call the Cro 


acres of the innocen 
In 1941 they only put 


niks. 
as they scorn 


all the “Turks,” 

3] Croatia (pamphlet), Madrid 1952, P- 29. . Coa 

32 Documentary material about Chetnik and Communist crimes iD 7 wüst 
1941, is contained in the book by Matija Kovačić, reultaten. un 

Aufrührer im Unabhüngigen Staat Kroatien in aen E oi 

alstaates, (Zagreb: 1942), P- 194. 


gen der 
kroatischen Nation 


naten des 
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h . 

ever, A” | sr enemies. ? 

 illed DY — pp mention here the wanton massacre of 
isa’: he end of the Second World War 


rees after t | J: 
Dravos, Maribor, Samobor, ete., in May 


than 100,000 Croats (prisoners of war and 
js) were ordered to be killed by the Serbian Partisan 
Kota Popovic (now Yugoslav minister of foreign 
after being handed over to the Communists by 
the British army. These Croatian men, women and child- 
ren were slaughtered by the Communists in the most cruel 
manner. This 1s certainly the worst, and the least men- 
tioned, war crime of the Second World War, and Tito and 
his henchmen are, as its perpetrators, on top of those war 
criminals, who, for the moment, have escaped their just 
punishment. ** 

It is true, there were some organizations and groups on 
the Croatian side which during the war answered brutality 
with brutality, and committed likewise such crimes against 
the Serbs. “But I wish to point out" — explains a Croatian 
political leader, — “that the Croatian Nation never agreed 
= this behavior, for which she condemned the Serbs 
Serbian Ip there was not a single person on the 

erbs on the Croatian Catholic and Moslem 


Population. ES g A | 
ieee In Croatia, it was different. The Croatian 


general 
affairs ! ) , 


4 No. 2, 1946 
I. Goodman (op. cit. » p. 4. 


terms: pes would you have done to such an imperialistic 
| vA "ccm, challenged the leadership of a man of 
And mand d : man? Would you have permitted it to run wild 
sm: ... This group was an enemy of the state and 


at to our Iri : 
d effective mic national security had to be repelled with 


" People 
ef Clent nn 





A8 


Catholic Church dignitaries, with Archbishop Step, 

the head, quite openly expressed their rite, a at 
such deeds... "?5. It must be kept in mind that ri 
of Chetniks and Partisans crossed the borders of th ^ 
of Croatia to plunder and kill the Croat Catholics a * Stata 
lems alike. It is not recorded that Ustasha or Di ws 
soldiery set foot in Serbia during the last war,” so p. 
Croatian commentary on those unfortunate events was he 
lished in a publication (''Unitas") which saat ad a à 
idea of Church unity. It stressed the following points: 

1. As men, as Catholics, and as Croats, we profound) 
deplore the thousands of innocent war victims, and sincerely 
condemn the spirit of violence and bloodshed by the mem. 
bers of any nation. 

2. The whole Croatian nation greeted the re-establish- 
ment of the Croatian State, and to the last moment defended 
heroically its existence from April 10, 1941 until May 6, 
1945. 

8 Before the Croatian nation was able to organize its 
power throughout the country, the Serbian Chetniks began 
with the killings of the unarmed people and the disarmed 
Croatian soldiers, adherents of the former Yugoslav army 





85 Dr. Jelić, op. cit., p. 5. — The pastoral letter of Croatian Bishops of March 24, 
- 1945 (published in Katolički List in Zagreb on March 25, 1945) says: “A 
pacifistic disposition is the keystone of the Croatian mind, and this love of 
peace, especially from 1918 on, both the spiritual and civil leaders of Croatian 
people eagerly cultivated and professed, The blame for the futility of our 
labor rests upon those who dealt death to the Croatian leaders . . . Innocent 
Croatian blood shed in the time of two world wars in many cities and villages 
of Croatia, even in the Belgrade Parliament. ... When war, not provoked by 
the Croats because they had neither political power nor arms »** 
overwhelmed our land then, in many regions, the iniquitious enemy 
massacred many Croatian inhabitants, announcing the extermination of our 
nation. Following this, unfortunately, among Croats were found those who 
returned killing for killing. Such measures the Bishops of Croatia not only 
condemned, but also prevented, although attacked by those who did not want 


= to approve this.” 
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13 1941), in Capljina, Ilići, Knin, Drniš, Djakovo, 
' -Lo; 7 

] 1 Derventa, etc. . ; | : | 

v rbian Chetniks and Tito's Partisans gathered from 
| - t the Balkan. They undertook to destroy Croatia 


all Pe” ctirpate biologically the Croatian nation. Our 
and tO per le called their alliance the “concubinage of 
common 


June the war (1941—1945) no Croats crossed the 
5. During ee L4 ó " ‘ 
n border while the Serbs from Serbia came to Croatia 
m of thousands causing trouble and massacring inno- 
a Croatian people. l l 
6. The Croatian nation was in a state of self-defense. ?7 
Despite all their unpleasant experiences, the Croatians 
axpress a fervent wish to forget the last 30 years and to 
eontinue a peaceful existence as an independent nation. 
However, most Serbians stil seek their “revenge,” per- 
fidiously denouncing the Catholic and Moslem Croats on all 
possible occasions, and continuing to sing their very popular 
song: "Oh, Croats, how we shall kill you, when King Peter 
comes back home,” *5 Mr. Adam Pribićević, an outstand- 
ing leader of the exiled Serbians, threatens, in one of his art- 
icles, that if the Croatian state were formed again, the 
Serbian guerillas would fight it with all legal and illegal 
means, as they did in the past, by “sabotage, assassinations, 
and bombs," promising also that the Serbians “will even 
tee 4 common front with the Italians 29 and the Hungar- 
the rea to destroy the Croatian state." He states that 
mab Were not inactive in 1945, thus, “who could 
à ee at Yugoslavia and the Idea of Unitas,” Unitas, Roma, No. 2, 1946. 
i s UP. Cit, p. 4]. 


" I5 Not without si 


3, à conspicuo M that in the fracas over Trieste,in the fall of 
mittee in the U "n erbian leader and President of the Serbian Central Com- 
“ost suporting th " Mr. Constantin l'otic, wrote a letter to the Washington 
erbian minorit 1 ps thesis of a plebiscite. And during the last war, the 
orted them in d almatia allied itself with the Italian fascists, and sup- 

err struggle against the Croatian independence. 


p 
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expect them to be inactive if a new Croatia 
under the leadership of the Croatian pu tate Sc) d 
Unfortunately, the Serbian exiles fay, . Sant Party »4 
S have not 
Propaganda of hatred against the Croatians -— their 
ing their masses to new crimes just as they did . Te inei. 
Yugoslavia. A former professor of the Universit s 
grade has recently published a pamphlet in on of B 
which he has proclaimed the idea that the Croutines t 
Principal enemies of Serbia and that the entire un the 
nation should be severely punished for the misdeeds or aan 
of her members, 4! Another Serbian Professor h Pee 


sidered it as his foremost duty to ransack 
tian soldiers in the Thirty Years War ( 1618—1648) wr 
as a matter of fact, no participating nation showed great 
enthusiasm for the principles of humane warfare, 42 Yet, 
this Serbian professor has used the doubtful descriptions of 
that war, of which many included the misbehavior of the 
Serbians too, to compound a racist theory of an "inherently 
evil" Croatian nation. This shows that, unfortunately, the 
Serbian hatred knows no limits and makes blind even some 
of their scholars, and particularly many of their “demo- 
cratic” political leaders. 

There is, for example, the case of the leader of the Ser- 
bian Peasant Party, Mr. Milan Gavrilovié, who is not less 
chauvinistie than the infamous Chetnik cut-throats. Mr. 
Bogdan Radica says about him: “The conflict between 
Serbdom in Yugoslavia and the Croatian people is the à 
fliet of two conceptions: one, which has, through x the 
dition of Byzantium, identified Church and State, a ve 
second, which under the influence of the West was alw 
40 Adam Pribićević, “Do Mitrovice i dalje", Glas kanadskih Srba, No. op 
41 Dr. L. P. l'opovié, Koji su glavni i osnovni srpski zlotvori?, (Toronto: » 

las TOSMY X. ne e»: Hreata 
42 D pi M. eaii. Primjeri hiljadugodišnje kulture Hrvata | (Zlocin ee 
u HHynlišnjem ratu), (Chicago: Srpska Narodna Obrana, 1952) 
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| , ‘tical. This is the reason 
ing the spiritua ton and his editorial in Bel- 
at which has been attributed to him 
nich it was said that Stjepan Radic 
rohtthe state was stronger 
" the sta and that E 1928). — “Everyone who 
ghe Wa . i — in Politika, attributed to Dr. 
d at that ad very well that they had prepared the at- 
gavrilo VI^ F Belgrade’s massacre. There is a living witness 
re OF Mowe in the house of Mr. Joca Pi£on-Jovanovié, 
i (6 many times pathetically repeated, 
ng his talk about the Croatians and Stjepan Radić, 
od must fall, blood must be shed." #8 At that time the 
hief Serbian slogans were: “The skulls shall crash, | and 
«We shall kill your children in the cradles and exterminate 
you all." * Such was the political atmosphere of the Ser- 


hian capital in 1928, and since then it has not fundamentally 


changed. 

-Itis commonly known that more than any other people 
in Eastern Europe, the Serbian ruling classes possess the 
mr to hate their neighbors. The material published 
| h: ata s ! ls; - 
whore "^ rper and amplifies this statement. The 

at tragedy of that al | j| i i 
ice - de -— " but agressive people is that their 
ee s ha , — 
hdividnal avd iia 0 ten Serv ed as instigators of various 
the bus is ective crimes, like the assassination of 

te Franz Ferdinand of Austria in Sarajevo, i 

1914, or the murder of Pa. 1 Austria in Sarajevo, in 
1928 The Serbian meig Radić and Duro Basariček, in 
E aders have also incited their masses 

| p Sdan Radica “Govor M; 

; ` Or iV £ : or 99 
Nin 31, 1951.) — maggie . Hrvatski Glas, (Winnipeg, Cana- 
E i ure of a man who is " " aata are important in so far as they HUIT r t 

. Party but Pi leader of an allegedly “de NONE KE 2 ae 

Ln Whose viewna; sedly "democratic" Serbi l 

y p, Prejudice ang | ewpoimts are inherent] itari 1 ak 

E" Dr. Je ić, op and hatred, wy totalitarian, full of national 

hayi ule B d ucc M iis 

“havior f Mr, : elic also remarks: “When, however their b l 

O : . "- ruté 

I uring the Second World War, to adopt S m 

* their own 29 Were besides themselves with f Serbian 

privilege," we ury, considering 


Struggle, the 


_-Macedonians, Albanians, and Croatians, which o 
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to commit genocide on a large scale, as in the iün 
AE e" 798e of th 
e 


t 
civil wars and disgraceful and un-Christian mn led to 


minations. If the Serbian leaders do not curb thei n exter. 
hatred and do not stop their scandalous instigation t heinous 
the future of the Balkan Peninsula does not app © crime, 
‘too safe. Since there are no signs of change in the S to be 
character, the endangered Serbian neighbors must n 


DRF | be a] 
ways prepared to defend themselves against Serh; - 
sions. RW a id rbian agres. 


As for the Croatians, they have never att 
in their long history. They never attempted tom 
foreign territories. In the 7th century, they signed a -- 
of non-agression with Pope Agatho promising him that they 
would never engage in agressive warfare. For piiska, 
the Croats fought only defensive wars in order to protect 
the West against invasions from the East (against the Avars 
the Mongols, the Ottoman Turks). In those unhappy wars, 
they had often been decimated, but their struggle for pro- 
tection and liberty of Europe against foreign invaders, 
earned them the title “Antemurale Christianitatis," or “the 


= most solid shield and bulwark of Christianity" (Pope Leo 
^ X.. As Rev. Edward Lodge Curran correctly remarks: 
"That promise (not to engage in agressive warfare) has 
been redeemed throughout every century of Croatian na- 
tional life. The independence of Croatia was therefore 
accomplished without tresspassing upon the rights or pos 
sessions of any of its neighbors. The Croatian nation has 


never subscribed to the imperial doctrine that national 
independence can be secured and maintained only by hold- 


1 ing other nations in subjection. Long before Woodrow 
2 Wilson, the Croatian nation believed in the self-determina- 
tion of small nationalities. No imperial tyrants, such 3? 


Catherine the Great of Russia, Napoleon of France or Eliza- 


beth of England, ever stained the history of Croatia with 
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ous presence and pride and performances. 
heil oi ation desired two things: to live in peace with 
" aren and to live in peace with Christ." 45 
O 


neigh is no doubt that Croatia and the Croatian people 
There i 


ed immensely during the last war and its after- 
have ur losses in life and property were caused by 
math. Gre t armies fighting on the comparatively small 
ive ineo and by the heavy bombings by the Allied 
Croat om ea enough, the Serbs have had their losses, 
air radit it is an undeniable, though regrettable fact, 
too. 


¿“in war, civil war, and persecution, the Croats 
tha E 


t twice as many lives as the Serbs.” 4 
mos | 7 


her iad Lodge Curran, Ph. D., Stepinac or Tito?, (Brooklyn: Interna- 
p — Catholic Truth Society, n.d.), p. 4. Father Curran's comparison be- 
uud is v illuminating, H ites: "Throughout her 
tween Croatia and Ireland is very illuminating ate writes vug 
long history Croatia has been the ‘Ireland of the Balkans. Like Ireland, 
Croatia has always remained true to the Catholic Church. Like Ireland, Croa- 
tia has always struggled to secure her complete political independence, For 
more than seven hundred years, Ireland fought against the political and 
economic and religious tyranny which England imposed upon her. For more 
than five hundred years Croatia fought against the political and economic 
and religious tyranny which, first Turkey, then the Austro-Hungarian Empire, 
and lastly, an artificially constructed Yugoslavia tried to impose upon her... 
Even in Croatia’s rapid embrace of Christianity we are reminded of Ireland. 
What Saint Patrick accomplished for the Irish in his lifetime, was similarly 
accomplished for the Croats by the Benedictine Abbot Martin and John of 
© missionaries sent to the Croatian nation by Pope John IV 
4). So enthusiastically was Christianity welcomed in Croatia that 
A "atholic hie mediately established. By the end of the seventh 
entury Croati | a Christian nation, and by the ninth had attained 
í Anthony Hen. c dependence; (p. 2—3). | 
y “ount O'Brien of Thomond, Archbishop Stepinac and His 


* ter: The | | | p. 23. 
Ostovic, ode, n. tine e Newman Bookshop, 1947), p. 23 





Chapter IV 
SERBIAN MONARCHY 


is another important factor which excludes any 

There p " permanent union between Croatia and Ser- 
possibility fa Serbian monarchy. The Croatian Peasant 
or Radié, implanted a great love for the re- 


eader, ' form of government into the hearts of the Croatian 
pub e! In their opinion, monarchy is an obsolete institu. 
peop:e- 


ond cannot be tolerated in a free country, except in 
tion an PEU. i ZUM | 

sich instances as Great Britain where it serves only as a 
symbol of the Empire. On the other hand, a great majority 
of the Serbian people are monarchists.! Although ex-King 
Peter II. Karadordevié is personally very unpopular among 
the Serbians because of his marital, political, financial, and 
espionage adventures, most of them desire his return to the 
throne, according to a very peculiar Serbian Slogan: Hoée- 
mo kralja, iako ne valja (We want the King even if he 
is no good). The Croatians, however, do not relish the 
monarchy, and especially a foreign monarchy. When dur- 
ing the Second World War the Italians tried to impose a 


member of the house of Savoy upon the Croatian people 

MM m iE EE E 

l According to Dr, Josef Korbel (o 
years among the Ser 
dordevié q 
feeling wa 
ties with 


p. cit., p. 38—39.), there has been for many 
bian intelligentsia a strong tendency to discard the Kara- 
a republic. “Among the Croatians the same 
Dr. Korbel continues, “they had no sentimental 
was so closely linked with the history of the 
the tendencies of 2m resented deeply that the King one-sidedly supported 
ing Practically: n e Serbian hegemony. The largest Croat party, represent- 
forms). y the whole Croat nation, adhered to a republican program as 
"" leader, Stephan Radié, during World War I. As to the 


» they | chin s 
"AY traditio “Y had no bias in the question of the dynasty, and they lacked 
“11 Sympathy with a monarchy.” 
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as their king, so much enmit 
Croatia that he never dared to -— n. against him in 
over “his throne.” In a similar way, the Sete OF to take 
is absolutely unacceptable to the Croat; ang dynasty 
able for the Croatians,” writes a kannn as Such undesip. 

A Croatian writer expresses the Same opinion 5 
following manner: “There is another fact which we as 
connect with this discussion. It is the imposition f Pa 
Serbian dynasty to rule non-Serbians. This was a suain 
attack against all the non-Serbians. The dynasty was 
established, and by politices and kinship connected with 
other royal houses; any criticism of that family was pro- 
hibited by law. Not a single Croatian is so foolish as not 
to realize that equality with the Serbians in Yugoslavia was 
not possible as long as they had their own dynasty which 
supported them.” 3 

Moreover, that dynasty is not only Serbian and as such 
inimical to all non-Serbians, but it is also highly discredited 
in the eyes of all impartial observers. According to a Ser- 
bian source, Mr. Desimir Tošić, both Serbian dynasties, 
Obrenovié’s and Karadordevié’s, are of peasant origin 
and thus love the peasants. This is, of course, a very re- 
markable characteristic. Much less remarkable is the fact 
that all Serbian rulers (except Peter I. Karadordevic) were 
passionately devoted to various business transactions. Mr. 
Tošić describes this as follows: “Our kings (except Peter 
I) did not only like to engage indirectly in business activity 
by giving money to their trusted men, but also directly. In 
this respect, Duke Miloš and King Milan went very far. 
They were inclined to low business deals and malversations. 
Our (Serbian) kings, in connection with their love for 
trade, have another characteristic: they become angry when 


2 Milosavljević, op. cit., p. 4. 
3 Dr. D. Kamber, in Hrvatski Glas, No. 10, 1951. 
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them for engaging in trade, or when 
somebody — € trade is not fit for kings and dukes; 
they art ins n would hate to discontinue their business 
all this pour contrary, they have all possessed a general 
on ste to show much more love for saltmines, garden- 
~ iing, banking, etc., than for the preaching of 
morals." * T 

Another important fact about the Serbian monarchy 
was the existence of rival monarchies in Serbia. Mr. Tosié 
explains the Serbian royal situation as follows ET In the 
period from 1804— 1918, i.e., for the period of 114 years, 
there were 11 reigns (in Serbia) . . . This means that a 
reigning period lasted a little more than 10 years. Our 
Serbian monarehy was very unstable. The struggle be- 
tween the Karađorđević and Obrenović dynasties lasted al- 
most a century, and, in 1903, it was finally decided in favor 
of the former. Of all the Serbian rulers only Miloš and 
Petar I. died on the throne, a natural death, but both of 
them came to the throne after exile. Karadorde was killed 
by Milo$ in 1817, Duke Alexander Karadordevié died in 
exile in 1885, Duke Mihailo was killed by a group of con- 
Spirators in 1868, King Milan died in exile, his son Alexand- 
y was killed in Belgrade in 1903, King Alexander was 
— hot due MR Ea Although in complete uncer- 
no inclination e dynastic question, the Serbian people have 

ns toward a republic. . , 5 

In his book “The Incredible Balkans, 
COVICi describes the incessant 
bian dynasties, Obrenoviés a 
extensively the 
coming to 
deviés the 
tinues: 


" Mr. Konrad Ber- 
struggle between the two Ser- 
nd Karadordeviés. He relates 
adventurous story of the Obrenovié family 
the conclusion that “compared to the Karador- 


I ftam Were angels." And then he con- 
le very - | or ic 

ery founder of the Karadordevié dynasty, 
4 Tošić, Op. cit., p. 73. 

9 Tošić, Op. cit., p. 73. 
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‘Kara George himself, who had originally served an 


ticeship pillaging Serbia, with a renowned Turkish ADpren. 


of that day, killed his best friend before he fled ty ^^ 
where he enlisted as a sergeant in the army to pr» 


against Turkey. After killing one of his superiors 
Austrian army, he returned to Serbia where he settled 
a dealer in cattle and swine. Taking advantage of an a 
rising, Kara George made himself King and compelled the 
National Council to recognize his lawful descendants ag 
rulers, swore to treat his people as a father, and became His 
Majesty, the King of Serbia. Hoe met his end at the hand 
of his intimate friend and associate, Miloš Obrenović, who 
murdered him in his sleep and sent his head, with His 
Majesty's compliments, to the Sultan at Constantinople. 
While still King, Kara George killed his own father and 
hanged his brother, and even pounded his mother into in- 
sensibility because she was mourning her son whom he had 
killed. During his lifetime Kara George had killed, by his 
own admission, one hundred and twenty-five men with his 
own hand. It is told that on one occasion, while eating 
meat from a plate, he transferred the knife to his left hand 
to kill a man; then transferred it back to his right hand 
and resumed eating, the human blood still dripping from 
his knife and the dead man beside him." 9 

Furthermore, Mr. Bercovici describes how the regicides 
became most powerful politically after the slaughter of king 
Alexander Obrenović and his wife Draga MaSin (in 1903), 
and then continues: “The regicides, indeed, were the 
saviors of the country. They had just saved it from the 
Obrenoviés. Prince Peter Karadordevié, a direct descend- 
ant of Kara George, was unanimously elected to the throne. 
He returned from the boulevards of Paris with great glee. 
For a while both the new ruler and his family denied that 


in the 


*- - BET- ee ee ee 


6 Berkovici, op. cit, p. 80. 
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had anything to do with the kiling of the former 
they "7. r. and promised to punish the murderers. But those 
royal amate politieal denials; the people knew that the 
ae tordevies had come into power in their usual way and 
"e one was to be punished for the murder of Alexander 
udi Draga. Prince Peter was not the man to allow the 
Senate to rule him; and so the Senate disappeared. He 
ruled with the help of the regicides. Austria, Russia, and 
Hungary congratulated the new ruler upon his ascent to 
the throne, but all the other powers withdrew their ministers 
to protest against the manner in which the regicides were 
favored. Not one of them was punished and no attempt 
was made to bring them to justice. The regicides con- 
tinued the good work in defiance of civilization. Those of 
Alexander's and Draga's party who had not been killed 
were thrown into dungeons, whence they never emerged 
alive, and were done away with, by torture and strangling, 
at the hands of the regicides themselves or at their instiga- 
tion. The military party ruled by its usual method: terror. 
Neither France nor Austria-Hungary protested very vio- 
lently ... When the Crown Prince George, King Peter's son, 
killed his valet in a fit of rage and, as a consequence of the 
scandal, renounced his right to succession, his younger broth- 
er, Alexander, became the Heir Apparent." 7 


About the rule of Alexander Karadordevié (assassin- 
ated in Marseille in 1934), Mr. Bercovici writes: ‘“‘The 
actual political conditions of Yugoslavia depend entirely 
upon the whim and the pleasure of its King, Alexand- 
“r... Alexander acts as though the will of the people 
counts for nothing when compared to the will of the one 
man who stands at their head. He forms and breaks | 
alliances. He promulgates and abandons laws. He rules 
Without a Constitution, without a Parliament, without a 


um NS 


1 Bercovici, op. cit, p. 81—82. 
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Cabinet; he is everything by himself, fo | 

folios. He is the dictator of Yugoslavia,” s ites "he ort 
Mr. Desimir Tošić, himself a 

that most of the Serbian monarc] 


some of them had to pay dearly with 
their despotism. "The bas 


action was expressed in ig} 
zx In the struggle against free 


people. When coup d'etats, or steady 
cratic constitutions, were insufficient, our rulers were used 
to establishing court-martials . . . taken ag a whole, our 
rulers have enjoyed a greater reputation than they de- 
Served... However, their reputation in foreign lands was 
very poor... Except for Peter I, all our rulers, we could 
Say, were against parliamentarism ; they were for their 
unlimited power.” 9 

Taking into consideration all these facts, frankly ad- 
mitted by the Serbians themselves, it is no wonder that both 
Serbian dynasties have never had a good reputation in Croa- 
tia. Moreover, they have always served as an instrument 
to promote Serbian hegemony over other nations. This be- 
came very apparent in 1929 when King Alexander Kara- 
dordevié of Yugoslavia organized a coup d'etat, abolishing 
the Constitution and introducing his personal dictatorship. 
The Croatian name, the Croatian flag, and the Croatian 
organizations were prohibited by the dictator, and OVERS 
violation of this order became punishable under a very strict 
code, the law for the protection of the state, which me 
patterned after a similar Soviet code. During the period o 


8 Bercovici, op. cit., p. 82. 
9 Tošić, op. cit, p. 73—74. 
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à; i» which was proclaimed on Jan. 6, 
n royal Prem call himself a Croatian, but it was 
1929, it was ^ "to be a Serbian. While the Serbian flag 
rear flag of the Serbian Orthodox Church, any- 
was (he n jd have hoisted a Croatian flag (red-white- 
body whe pieda by fine or imprisonment. Under Alex- 
blue) eripere persecution of the Croatians in every 
ander h ie suf reached its peak. “As a soldier," writes 
nidi “he tried to apply the military mentality to his 
dieta i "General Petar Živković, one of the conspira- 
tors who murdered Alexander Obrenović and his Queen 
Draga in 1903, was appointed Premier to run the govern- 
ment by decree. Systematically the government tightened 
its hold on the country, aiming at as complete a centraliza- 
tion as possible. All parties were dissolved and all local 
autonomy went by the board. Croat and other newspapers 
were strictly censored. On October 3, 1929, the old official 
title of the ‘Kingdom of the Serbs, Croats, and Sloveneg’ was 
replaced by that of the “Kingdom of Yugoslavia.” The 
historic frontiers of the provinces were replaced by nine 
banats (banovinas), and all confessional schools were in- 
tegrated with a strict (Serbian) nationalistic system of edu- 
cation. The methods of government, as could have been 
expected, were not always gentle, and police brutalities 
acquired a new regularity.” 10 However, violence breeds 
Da d Ef Alexander lost his life in Marseille on 
oer 9, 1934. 
" m son Peter II did not remain far behind his father. 
m me to the throne on March 27, 1941 in a coup d'etat 
" lost It à few days later when the Germans invaded Yu- 
wr ia He has always been a pronounced enemy of the 
à en uen During the second World War, the Brit- 
dnd hose Corporation sent out messages in Croatian 
 >Srbian, quoting names of prominent people who were 


10 Roucek, op. cit., p. 99, 
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in opposition to the King or General Mihai«.;: 
.& letter Z (zaklati — throat-cutting) Rd amd adding 
sons who had been mentioned in this anna: y: per. 
"liquidated." Those messages were written by E * be 
government under King Peter, and he personal] v exile 
_ pated in this homicidal outrage. He freely rend 
rations on Chetnik commanders who took part in the deco- 
atrocities committed against the Croatian people a 
are some of the reasons why Peter Karadordevié is "eui r 
by the Croatian people as a war criminal, and if he tra 
enters a free Croatia, he will be arrested and tried ag 
such." !! Evidence against him is overwhelming since he 
personally gave orders to his Chetnik bands (he was their 
supreme commander) to kill innocent people in different 
parts of Croatia. After the war, Peter Karađorđević even 
posed for photographs with the worst Chetnik cut-throats, 
who have been responsible for the slaughter of thousands 
of innocent Croatians. He also collaborated in the publica- 
tion of a slanderous book by Avro Manhattan in which the 
Croatian nation and the Catholic Church have been libeled 
in the most insolent manner. At any rate, the Croatians 
will never forget the crimes and misdeeds of the Serbian 


1l According to a statement in the Serbian paper “The Canadian Srbobran' 
(Kanadski Srbobran) of Oct. 6, 1952, “putting somebody under the letter a 
(zaklati — slaughter = throat-cutting) was proposed by Draza Mihajlović, 
but His Majesty, the King, was the person who himself rendered decisions. 
On the basis of this statement, a Croatian paper, "T he Morning Star” (Da- 
nica) of Oct. 22, 1952, declares: “Since Peter Karadordevié personally Rave 
orders who of the Croatians should be killed, he was placed on the Croatian 
list of war criminals. If he ever enters a free Croatian atate, he should be 
tried an such, Alno, it will be necessary that a future Croatian government 
ankn for his oxtradition in order to satisfy justice and give satisfaction to the 
Croatian people for all the crimes which were committed by the Pan-Serbian 
Chetniks in the Croatian provinces.” ~~ During the trial of Draža petit 
thin man frankly admitted: “I was the chief of the Black Threes, | informe 
Radio London who should be placed under the letter Z'" (The Trial of Draža 
Mihajlović, Belgrade, 1946, p. 341.). But as already explained, final decision 
about who should be killed wan always rendered. by the ex-King Peter Kara- 


Ülotdevié., 


, -— 
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ainst them, and will stand up as a single man 

gain to rule their country. 
the ex-King Peter Karadordevié is well- 
in the world by his financial scandals, by the pass- 
f bad checks, and by his marital affairs. His newest ac- 
ol hments, in the fall of 1953, were the signing of an 
— à check which bounced, and the divorce suit against 
Es vite, Alexandra. Recently, a Serbian monthly “Our 
word” (Nasa Rec), published a letter by a Serbian emigre 
i which he asked the question why does the exiled Serbian 
press conceal the news about the signing of an uncovered 
check for 10,000 dollars by the ex-King, and about his 
divorce from the ex-Queen Alexandra, who thereafter tried 
to commit suicide. ^ However, the Serbian paper has not 
answered these questions. But the answer is obvious: the 
Serbian newspapers are desperately trying to protect the 
reputation of their *king," so they do not publish any of 
those derogatory news items about him which have so often 
appeared in the columns of all well-informed newspapers. 
Despite their present silence, many Serbian monarchists 
have come to the conclusion that the ex-King is a heavy 
liability for the Serbian cause, and at least on one occasion 
inthe past they expressed openly their feelings. In October, 
1949, the Serbian political parties published an open letter 
to him, in which they protested his practice of speaking 
alone for the Serbian people, despite his promises to the 
contrary. I5 The Serbians particularly objected to Peter's 
m "^ a 1944, in which he instructed his Chetnik 
rmations to subordinate themselves to Tito. The Serbian 
letter ends aS follows: “In thi ommgrauon, dne Serbian 
fem tha Sasiia eave mae Is moment we accuse you be- 
i ne | hat you have been betraying the 


12 Nasa Reč (Paris: Nov., 1953., No. 49., Vol. VI.) , lette | | 
18 “Srbi i njihov kralj Petar", Hrvatska, (Buenos Ne i Den 1 et RE. 
n * e $17), D. 9, 


"beloved king,” the 
have, in the mean. 
g with. 
cialist, Mr. Zivko Topalovié, hag "oe ar : — al 
the “Sindikalist”, assailed the misbehavior = 4 m "teta | 

Among his other adventures, we must particularly ma 


mate collaborators of ex-King Peter. They were accused 
of some secret deals with the Soviet intelligence service, 
and were Subsequently expelled from France. A similar 
story was published in a Swiss newspaper, La Nation, (Nov. 
12, 1952) in which the ex-King Peter was accused of very 
close relations with some of the agents of Soviet intelligence 


King, Mr. Vladeta Miliéevié, played an outstanding part in 
this sordid affair. Because of such misbehavior, Mr. Miliée- 
vić was assailed in the Serbian paper Srpske Novine (Rome) 
by a Chetnik-leader, Mr. Dobroslav Jevdevié. 

The Secretary-General of the Croatian Peasant Party, 
Dr. Juraj Krnjevié, has sharply criticized the attitude of 


14 Ibid., p. 5. 
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..« Peter during and after the last war, in the party 
ebat Glas.” He has accused Peter Karadorde- 
pom in difficult hours for the state and the people he 
“em d shamelessly and thoughtlessly, by giving uA 
— manner legality and his blessing to the Communist 
-— ,"15 He lived in a free country where no physical 
tà send be imposed upon him. Dr. Krnjevié continues: 
«Yet Peter not only renounced his royal PUNGE aas but he 
directly created the necessary prerequisites for a recogni- 
uon of Tito's Communist regime by the community of na- 
tions, giving power to Tito on the basis of dictatorial powers 
given to him by Alexander's dictatorial constitution. Nota 
cingle one of all the deposed kings did behave so shame- 
lessly and irresponsibly as Peter... On top of all this, 
it is most shameful that Peter had respect only for his 
own material interests . . . He handed over his power to 
Tito... and for himself he secured, as a counter-favor, that 
Tito pay him the same salary which he had received before 
the defeat of Yugoslavia . . . Peter Karadordevié and his 
mother Maria quarelled because of the salary he received 
from Tito, and what is even more shameful, they denounced 
each other to Tito, demanding his decision as to who will 
receive the salary...” 16 Mr. Tošić is obviously on the right 
track when he declares that the Serbian dynasties have had 
à pronounced tendency for low business deals, and that they 
have always been much more interested in money and wo- 
men than in *'their" people. 

The Serbian monthly Naga Reč has accused the king that 
on September 12, 1944, in a speech over Radio London. h 
invited all the Serbians, Croatians and Slovenes “to yn; . 
and join the People’s liberation arm e o, m 

a ieee "my of Marshall Tito.” 17 
The defenders of the king contend that he wa l 
S forced by 





15 Published in Danica (The Mornine 
16 lbid., p. 2. > 


Star), (Chicago, m.: Aug. 21, 1952) p.2 
17 Nasa Rec, Nov. 1953, VoL VI, No. » p.23. 


49, Dp. T. 
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Mr. Winston Churchill to make t 
this, Naša Rec quotes another Sp 


liberation army, and the gloriou 
his gratefulness to the ‘ 


its great leader Stalin » 

to NaSa Reé this disgraceful Speech -— 
official paper of the Yugoslav Government ( 
ne, No. 20, of Oct. 20, 1944, 
also an interview of ex-King Pet 


glorifies Stalin and the Red Army 
indicates a complete absence 


Ex-King Peter knows well that all the Croatians, Mace- 
donians, and many Slovenes, do not regard him as their king 
but he possesses an amazing insolence to pretend to be still 
"the king of the Yugoslav people." The Serbian monarch- 
ists, who are a little bit more realistic than their ex-King, 
recognize that the chances for a restoration of the Serbian 
monarchy in our modern world are nil. Mr. Dobroslav 
Jevdevié, a Chetnik leader and an ardent Serbian monarch- 
Ist, confirms this in his article on “The Monarchy and the 
Yugoslavs.” He states "We can be only grateful to special 
circumstances that the first Yugoslavia accepted the mon- 
archy and the Karadordevié dynasty. The Slovenians were 
its enemies mainly for Catholic motives, and the Croatians 
Opposed it integrally for religious and national reasons, 
The first act of the legitimate representative of the Croatian 
18 Fotié, op. cit., p. 245 ff. 

19 Naša Reč, op. cit., p. 8. 
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abor (Parliament) ... was the deci- 
eople, the per aa nr e rule and the Karadorde- 
pa nat Oey ey. t, the Croatians did not restrict 
s? awnasty. At that moment, the Croatians did no | 
vie Cy 4 academic decisions, but their regiments in 
ad an armed rebellion to prevent the realiza- 
lage tha Yugoslav monarchy.” 2 Jevdevié acknowledges 
-— t that the Croatian people have always been against 
E cium monarchy. He boasts, however, that the Ser- 
wot divisions, by occupying the Croatian and Slovenian 
territories, were able to impose their will upon the Croatian 
people. He finds that the conditions today are quite differ- 
ent from those in 1918, and estimates the position of the 
Serbian monarchy as extremely precarious. 
"The prineipally negative Croatian 
ward the monarchy and the Karadordeviés has now reached 
the phase of a delirium of hatred. At that time, there were 
at least some Croatian groups willing to tolerate the mon- 
archy; now, the largest and the most tolerant Croatian 
group, Dr. Maéek's, when talking about the misfortunes 
of the pre-war state, refers to it ag "Karadordevié's Yugo- 
slavia," and treats the bearer of the crown with scorn and 
disrespect.” 21 


Mr. Jevdevié emphasizes th 
could expect from the Weste 
Was a plebiscite about the 

opinion, mean the end of th 
archy would certainly be d 
Jevdevié States: 


He continues: 
standpoint of 1918 to- 


at the utmost the Serbians 
rn Allies in case of Tito’s fall 
monarchy, which would, in his 
e Serbian monarch 
efeated in such 
"Monarchies are not 
fate should be decided by a plebiscite . . . Against the mon- 
archy would vote the Croatian Ustashi, the Serbs of Marxian 
Orlentation .. . and the Maéek’s followers, and the Sloven- 
lan clericals, and the Serbian, Croati 


; an, and Slovenian i. 
to’s Communists, and the Albani es 


y. The mon- 
a plebiscite. Mr. 
institutions whose 


% Dobroslav Jevitević "Monarhiin i 1 - 
l bed ? i Ja L Ju | i ji 
. 1952, Vol. II, No. 9, p. 1. Eoslaveni 


> Kanadski Srbobran, Jan. 24 
2l Ibid., y, 2. 
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ians, and the Bulgarians, all' to 

p , gether...by thi 
the king would lose not onlv hi d —-— Procedure, 

h y his crown but his position ; 

the Serbian state unit would be also seri enie 
paired ... ” 2 Mr. Jevdevié also poi Lar ie 

; o points out, in the x 
article, that the Serbian monarchy is deeply imbedded ba 
Serbian national conscience, it is based on Serbian tradition, 
and the Serbs will never abandon it. 

However, as already stated, the Croatians will never 
again tolerate the Serbian monarchy as an institution ruling 
their country. There is not a single political group among 
the Croatians, from the extreme right to the extreme left, 
who would accept the Serbian monarchy under any con- 
ditions. Therefore, the only possible solution of this prob- 
lem, after the fall of Communism, is, again, a peaceful sep- 
aration of Croatia and Serbia. In this manner, Serbia may 
remain a monarchy, while the Croatians will create their 
own democratic republic with a freely elected president as 


the head of their independent state. 





32 Ibid., p. 2 


] i 39. % 
j lavia was l 
nu = p Y ai m to official data, -— 
O 
M sa alt «odited" in favor of the Ortho be 
percentage differences between 1921 and 19 : Z eh : 
the religious consequences of the existence O ug i 


The percentage of Moslems in 1931 was about 11%, and of 
other confessions about 3% (Protestants, Jews, etc.). 
These were in 1931 the proportions of the various confes- 
sions living in Yugoslavia. 

As a matter of fact, we are principally interested here 
in the Serbian Orthodox Church which is, by her policy, 


— 


l To be sure, there are some Montenegrins who consider themselves to be 
Serbians. However, there has been a large group among the Montenegrins 
who claimed the existence of a separate Montenegrin nationality, and has 
opposed the inclusion of Montenegro into Serbia. The leaders of this grou 
were Dr. Sekula Drljević, Sava M. Stedimlija, Dr. Krivokapić x 
rpm ' Ja, Dr. apic etc. Although 

en were assassinated by the Serbian Chetniks 1 
were considered by th mus in SED ONS ta 
y them as great obstacles for the d 
progress of Serbian im- 


perialism, the spirit of an ind 

E ependent Montenegro i 

the hearts of many patriotic Montenegrins "— n a 
2 Unitas, op. cit., p. 3. 
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activities, and struct 
» 8 cture, if 
non-Orthodox Christian. mid v "ferent not on} 


: 0 
rcheg but also bd from the 


Orthodox Church 
c n 
Which has Min si as well, In fact, it ls thi the Other 
laid. provëkad -— disturbances d nime differenc, 
other religions, SS conflicts wi other nation 
The Serbi ns and 
a part of shes ae ehe dón Church has for 
Li | er bian national life centuries been 
rote 1n the formation ' and has played à fata] 


alist character of their Church. The term is “oratorian 
and has its origin in a Serbian national saint, Sveti ape 
was the first archbishop of the autocephalous Levitan 
Church. The Serbian Orthodox Bishop for America and 
Canada, Most. Rev. Dionisije, explained in his Easter Mess- 
age for 1953 the meaning of this term as follows: “The 
Serbian saint,St. Sava, left to the Serbian people the Ortho- 
doxy and Serbdom. This is svetosavlje.” Or, in other 
words, svetosavlje is “a union of Orthodoxy and Serbdom,” 
according to bishop Dionisije, who continues, "Svetosavlje 
cannot exist without love for Serbdom. In the Svetosavac- 
man, (ie., the man who faithfully follows the principles of 
svetosavlje), the soul of all his activities is the love for the 
holy Orthodox faith and the Church, and the love for the 
Serbian people." 3 

The Serbian Church was established in 1219 by Sava, 
the son of the founder of the medieval Serbian -— a 
Nemanja. That Church very soon became E ^ pm 
oriented toward Byzantium. Serbian ner t 
I, April 1, 1953). 


3 Bishop Dionisije, "Easter Message," Sloboda, ( Chicago, 
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1355) issued a Code in which he prohibited any 
1883-57 am "hi t the Orthodox religion 
religion in his empire except the Orthodox religion, 
other 1346, he founded a Serbian Patriarchate at Peć which 
MT disintegrated, after 1389, when the independent 
slowly state fell. From that time on, the original Serbian 
eaten Church remained, for a long time, under the in- 
ca of the Ottoman Turks (first under the Patriarch of 
peé, and later under the Patriarch of Constantinople). 
In 1557 the Turks reestablished the Patriarchate of Pec, 
dissolving it again for political reasons in 1766. However, 
already in the time of Tsar Stevan Dušan, who regarded 
his empire as a successor to the Byzantine empire, the Ser- 
bian Church adopted as her leading principle the old 
Byzantine idea: One state, one head of the Church and 
State, one religion. * The consequence of this principle was 
that the Serbian Church attempted on many occasions to 
swallow up the churches of the adjacent Orthodox countries, 
which has, e.g., produced a bitter enmity between Ortho- 
dox Bulgaria and Orthodox Serbia. This tendency con- 
tinued unimpaired during the Turkish rule when the Ser- 
bian Church was subservient to the Patriarch of Constanti- 
nople, but during that time her policy was mainly oriented 
against the Catholies, and was as such directly or indirectly 
supported by the Ottoman rulers.5 It was instrumental in 
effecting many forcible conversions of Catholics to Ortho- 
doxy. 

Politieal events during many centuries contributed to 
the disintegration of a unified Orthodox Church in the Bal- 
kans. Thus, in 1918, when a new Yugoslav state was im- 
posed upon the peoples of Croatia, Macedonia, Slovenia, etce,. 
there were many independent Orthodox Churches existing 
In that territory. However, those Churches did not have 
a national name, since they included Orthodox believers of 
various nationalities, (Serbians, Montenegrins, Greeks, 





4 Suedland, op. Cit., p. 166. 
2 Murvar, op. cit., p. 162. ff. 
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‘Fiacha, Heigericus, Albanians, Macedonians, ete.) Non 
theless, a unified Serbian Orthodox Church was establish d 
in 1920. In a pro-Serbian and pro-Tito article Published 
the symposium “Yugoslavia,” a Czech writer, Dr. Matthes 

.Spinka elaborates on this subject: “On June 30, 1920, the 
unification of the entire church was proclaimed in the 
patriarchal palace at Karlovac in the presence of the heir 
to the throne, Prince Alexander, the governmental repre. 
sentatives, all the hierarchs and some émigré Russian high 
clergy, administrators of the eparchies, rectors of theolog- 
ical schools, and monastic dignitaries.” 6 But Mr. Spinka 

evidently forgot to explain the real significance of that 
forced “unification.” Namely, the jurisdiction of the Ser. 

bian Orthodox Church was extended to all the non-Serbian 
territories of that artificially created state, dominated by 
the Serbians. The new church officially adopted the 

Serbian tricolor, the Serbian letters and the Serbian langu- 

age.^ The Orthodox non-Serbian writer, Mr. Sava M. šte- 

dimlija, relates about the situation of that time: “Thus, 
every Orthodox on the territory of Yugoslavia was declared 

a Serbian without any consideration if he really was one or 

not. The state administration, and the Serbian Orthodox 

Church, made Serbs of all the Orthodox Croatians, Ukrain- 

ians, Roumanians, Albanians, Macedonians, Greeks, and the 

peere Spinka (Prague), “Modern Ecclesiastical Development,” Y ugaslavia, 
D, cit., » 245. | ! n , 

T Mr. P, p. Ostovié (op. cit, p. 132. ff.) writes: “The colors of the Serbian 
Church are the Serbian national colors, The wisdom of the rulers in Bel- 
grade ie illustrated by the fact that they promulgated a law prohibiting the 
dieplay of the national colore of the various Yugoslav peoples . . . An excep- 
fon was made for the Churches which could freely display their colors, Since 
the other Churches do not use national colors, it turned out in practice that 
only the: Serbian Church could freely display her colors, whereas the Croats 
and others were jailed if found in possession of their particular flag ... Not 
until the gendarmes fired upon a peaceful Catholic procession and killed a 
few. peuple, because there was a small old votive Croatian flag embroidored on 
a encred image, did the government tacitly ~ '* Croutiun flaga to he dis 


nl; vdd "t 


83 


Montenegrins, without their consent. When during the 
dictatorship of King Alexander (1929) the Croatian name 
and insignia were prohibited, the Serbian Orthodox Church 
was still allowed to call herself Serbian, and to use the 
Serbian flag as her official emblem. The Serbian Church 
wes given the mission to serbianize all non-Serbian nation- 
alities in Yugoslavia ; therefore, it received the greatest 
privileges from the state and became a political instrument 
of a Greater Serbian propaganda.” 8 In short, the Serbian 

Church was given the task to organize a cold genocide of 

various nationalities on an immense scale, but Mr. Matthew 

Spinka does not deem it necessary to mention this fact at 

all. However, this expert on church history, in his article 

about the modern ecclesiastical development in Yugosla- 
via, did not forget to smear perfidiously Cardinal Stepinac 
and the Catholic Church in Croatia. ? 

An Orthodox himself, Mr. Stedimlija was a patriotic 
Montenegrin, and an opponent of Greater Serbian hege- 
mony, and, for this reason, as already mentioned, he was 
assassinated by the Serbian Chetniks in 1945. He had an 
outstanding reputation as a renowned expert on all Ortho- 
dox questions, which gives to his analysis of the Serbian 
Orthodox situation an added significance. According to 
Mr. Stedimlija, the Serbian Church is predominantly a 
political church. Its founder, St. Sava, took part in the polit- 
ical assassination of a rebel, Dobromir Strez, an enemy of 
King Stevan Nemanja. The saints of the Serbian church, 
8 Sava M. Stedimlija, Auf dem Balkan (Zagreb: Putovi, 1943), p. 95. 

9 in addition to his anti-Catholic bias, Mr. Spinka (op. cit., p. 259) tried to 
imply that Stepinac was guilty of "collaboration." However, he admits that 
“the procedure adopted by the court (which tried Stepinac) was not fair 
according. to the democratic standards," and then he hypocritically adds: 
“That, however, does not prove that Stepinac or his fellow defendants were 
not guilty, either wholly or in part, of the charges.” It is to be hoped, for 
the sake of professional standing of Mr. Spinka, that his article on Church 
developments in Yugoslavia. is not a true indication of his competence as an 
expert on. Church history. | 
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aside from St. Sava, are nine Serbia 

Ages. Most of them were blood-stained 
sonal reasons, participated in the killi | 
relatives, sons, etc. Miloš Obilić, a Serbis e. 
1389 assassinated the Ottoman Sultan Mur 
ficially been declared a Saint, but his - ict re (The not of. 
found in the Serbian monasteries D oum 


ulers of th 
rulers wh e Middle 


teachings. When, in 1844, the Serbian minister Garašanin 
developed a plan for the re-establishment of Dugan’s mediev. 


half of the 19th century, the Serbian Church, the Russian 
Panslavism, and the Serbian imperialists worked hand in 
hand to achieve the conquest of the whole Balkans. Fol- 
lowing in the footsteps of her saints, the Serbian Orthodox 
Church has implanted into her members the same aggressive 
spirit. Assassinations were organized, rulers were killed, 
conspiracies were instigated, secret organizations were 
formed, and struggles and wars against non-Serbian Ortho- 
dox peoples were carried on, particularly against the But 
garians, Macedonians, and Montenegrins. The Yo 
priests took active part in the Balkan wars against their 


Orthodox neighbors.!? 


In Royal Yugoslavia, the Serbian Church considered 


E o Tae g 
the creation of that state as a resurrection of n 
kingdom, and intensified her policy of Serbian 


ashi | impartial 
and denationalization of all non-Serblsne. el, affirm 
observer of the whole Pag ^ intelamut aud fal 


that the Serbian Orthodox 





10 Stedimlija, op. cit. P- 98. ff. 
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: : atholics.” !! Here, we may also 
— — a pre-war religious situation in 
Yugoslavia by a great friend of the Betas people hes 
would, against all odds, prefer to Bee Yugoslavia sur : 
Mr. P. D. Ostovié. He writes: The Serbians are - 
great church-goers nor are they very devout. The — 
is a part of their national life, like the village fair... tne 
Serbian Orthodox Church, being identified with the Serbian 
state and Serbian people, is intolerant of other creeds and 
peoples in *her' state, and we know that Yugoslavia was 
eonsidered only as an enlarged Serbia. . . . The Serbian 
Orthodox Church is not legally but virtually a state Church. 
In relation to other Churches, it claimed a monopoly of 
patriotism . . . The (old Yugoslav) state being dominated 
by the Serbians, the authorities favored the Orthodox 
against the Catholic element ... Membership in the Ortho- 
dox Church was in a way a certificate of loyalty and patriot- 
ism. Considerable numbers of Catholics and others re- 
nounced their Church and became Serbian Orthodox to win 
favor. It is estimated that about 200,000 Catholies were 
converted to Serbian Orthodoxy during the twenty-three 
years of the first Yugoslavia . . . Serbian churches were 
built all over the country at the expense of the state, while 
Catholic churches were decaying for lack of funds. Serbian 
churches were built even in places where Orthodox cong- 
regations were negligibly small, as in Celje, Maribor, and 

Sušak, which are almost hundred per cent Catholic." !2 
To amplify this description, and to portray briefly the 
Catholic situation during the same period, let us quote 
from another source, from the article “The Paradox of Yu- 
goslavia and the idea of Unitas," which summarized the 
Catholic experiences in Yugoslavia as follows: "Instead 
of the religious equality, in praxis it occured that this 


of mi 
quote the d 





11 Korbel, op. cit., p. 148. 
12 Ostovié, op. cit, p. 131—132. 
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equality Was constantly in a greater part com 
the rights of Catholics were Systematicall 
violated. The usual protests of the Cathol 
ing their conferences, give evidence of the | 
the Yugoslav state authorities with the C 
The law projects from the year 1932, o 
the Jesuits had to be relegated to t] Arcem 
wur | | o the island of Vis a. 
pelled from the country, testify the Mme. Ti IS OY ex. 
the Catholic Bishops, in their pastoral letter dir ie 
to rise against the secular and anti-religious s ^ re forced 
in the organization “Jugoslavenski Sokol,” is further ent 
dence of this. -.. A glance in the book of the Pré se. 
presentatives Mr. Ernest Pezet and Mr. Henry Simondet !3 
gives us a clear picture of this situation, and we shall give 
siden Sor the publie of ch ic at ne & vare 
| | . high schools, under pain of expul- 
sion from the school, to be a member of the Marian Congre- 
gation (Sodality). The Catholic schools were persecuted, 
and it was forbidden to establish new confessional schools. 
The Catholic press was systematically persecuted. In pure 
Catholic regions, up to the western frontier of the state, 
monumental Orthodox churches arose with the state sup- 
port, as for example in Maribor, Celje, Ljubljana, Sušak, 
Vis; and others were in project for Split, Pelješac, etc., as 
evident symbols of the Serbian domination, also as a sign 
of Orthodoxy. The Yugoslav regime favored and supported 
(in Croatia) the so-called “Old Catholic Church” in order 
to provoke a greater misunderstanding between the Cath- 
olics, and to augment the number of apostates from the 
Catholic Church. The state especially favored mixed mar- 
riages, and till 1940 there were more than 30,000 such 
cases. Young Catholic teachers were sent into pure Ortho- 


Promised, and 
and Constantly 
C bishops, dur- 
relationships of 
atholic Church. 
Ccount of which 


13 Ernest Pezet, député membré de la Commission des affaires étrangeres, et 
Henry Simondet, agrégé de l'Université, professeur à l'Ecole des sciences 
politiques, La Yugoslavie en péril? (Paris: Bloud et Gay, 1938.). 
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ly one W 


wet orp Catholics. On this 
“Tt is 


j the above men | go 
t€ 4 Concordat between the Holy See and Yugo 
"" concluded on July 25th, 1935. It could not be 


slavia was 


ratified in the Belgrade Parliament because of the furious 


opposition of the Serbian Orthodox Church. She tene 
with excommunication those representatives who dared to 
vote for the Concordat. The public saw that the Serbian 
Orthodox Church did not want to recognize the religious 
equality of Catholic and Orthodox believers, even not in 
theory . . . the Concordat was put aside and forgotten. 
Meanwhile, this fact is not so important as the atmosphere 
of religious hatred and national chauvinism that appeared 
on the Serbian side at that time. It is characteristic that 
eine gery Party of Yugoslavia (otherwise an exclusive 
— - Serbian political life) collaborated in this 
Patriarch died rance and chauvinism, and when the Serbian 
rch died, they gave us as an explanation of hi | 
that Rome had caused him to b i -— — 
roiuspeadpe fr ant be poisoned. . . . In order to 
"me ed Serbian masses, the governmer 
the Serbian Orthodox ( * rnment gave to 
: 10d0x Church four billion dinars a 
tion for the damages occasi on dinars as a repara- 
Turkish rule in Serbia rn during the 500 years of 
to make the s i urally, the government f 
"ame ame magnanimous and expensi - orgot 
i... mins communities...” 15 Ive gestures to 


l4 "The Par 

ad . 
196), ox of Yugoslavia and the Idea of Unitas,” Uni 
1 l5 Unitas, OP. cit. n 2 ! — (Rome: No. 2, 
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-© "The anti-Catholic and anti-Mowlem attitude of th. 
Herbian Church was only intensified during the Second 
World War. Many Orthodox priests allied themselves with 
the Communists in order to fight with them against the 
Crouts, Catholics and Moslems, These priests held a #peeial 
pro-Communikt Church congress in 1942, and issued a 
proclamation appealing to the Serbian people to join “the 
— (Communist) Army of Liberation.” In fact, the Commun- 

iat orientation of nome of the members of the Serbian Church 
was nothing new. A prominent Serbian priest, the Director 
of a school for Orthodox priesta In Banja Luka before the 
First World War, Rev. Vasa Pelagić, was a Socialist who 
eventually became an atheist and a “saint” of the Serbian 
Communist movement, His example was followed by some 
Serbian priests who joined the Communist movement in 
Serbia. ^ Other Orthodox priests became leaders of no- 
torious Chetnik gangs (Duic), or their members, taking part 
in mass killings of the Croatian civilian population, 

The present situation of the Orthodox Church in Yugo- 
slavia has been well described in an article by Mr. Alfred 
Reinert, the foreign correspondent of a Vienna newspaper. 
He emphasizes the fact that the national songs of Croatia 
and Slovenia are predominantly Christian in character, 
while the Serbian songs are still pre-Christian and pagan. 
Another important fact about the Serbian Church is found 
in her relation to the state. Mr. Reinert quotes the opinion 
of Dr. George Stadtmueller, an expert on Balkan questions, 
that there was never a fight between Church and State in 
the Byzantine-Slavic East, because there the Church was 
always a part of the State, and subservient to the State. 
The Church was always a State Church, becoming in the 
19th century an intensely nationalistic Church. However, 
this close link between the Church and the State has made 
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16 Štedimlija, op. cit., p. 102. ff. 
17 Wiener Kurier (Wien: March 9, 1953) 
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the Serbian Church, during 500 years of 
to maintain Serbian national spirit alive. 
eliever of the Serbian Church sees in his priest 
national than of a religious idea, and 
tes more a hero than a saint. Against 


it possible for 
qurkish rule, 
qyeorctore, 4 7 T 
J aymbol of a 


more the : 
apprecia 


i SE eral he | n 

E n background one can well understand the difference in 

ntm (hs Pr S MR jo | , 
tude of the Catholic and the Orthodox Church in 


em ugoslavia. There is no denying the fact that there 
are certainly many enemies of Communism in the ranks 
Jf the Serbian Church, and that some Orthodox churchmen 
have heen. persecuted. Ins pite of that, Tito and Orthodoxy 
haye made peace, perhaps a temporary compromise, but 
on many occasions, the Serbian Patriarch Vikentije Proda- 
nov hus supported the Communist regime in its struggle 
against the Catholic Church and the Moslems. Thus, the 
enmity toward Catholicism and Islamism, and the economic 
concessions to the Orthodox priests on the part of the govern- 
ment, have contributed to that compromise by which the 
Serbian Church has again acquired a privileged position as 
a state and national church, subservient to state authority. 
In return for this, the Serbian Church as a whole has, with 
+ few exceptions, supported the Communist regime of 
Marshal Tito. The Jeaders of the Serbian Orthodox Church 
evidently feel that his government has faithfully served the 
t: oh Greater Serbia, and also know that the process of 
* Yugoslas: non-Serbians has been making good progress 
‘ugoslavia. 18 There are even some Serbian anti-Com- 
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" Pon a 20 recently been published in the Croatian press, which discuss 
Stanan c e" chauvinism in Tito's Yugoslavia. In the first of them 
14, 1953) MS 2m Bu sijaci mrznje", Hrvatski Clas, Winnipeg, Man., Dec. 
and show, rh f “tat analyzes the results of the last election in Yugoslavia 
with a sal sce erbians have been nominated as deputies in many counties 
and unity” [owe Croatian majority, all this in the name of brotherhood 
onitan tas A 2 relates that the Serbian: minority in Croatia supports the 
lle second gime in order to secure Serbian hegemony over the Croats. In 
article (Ilija Jukić, “Kriza Titova režima,” Hrvatski Glas, Dec. 25, 


, 1953), Mr Tai: 
N » Mr. Jukić depicts the discontent which exists in Croatia because of the 
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munist exile ANT 
"snl mu who praise the Tito gover 
exiled Serbian ] For instance, Mr. Prep for its pro. 
tion for san A expressed recently his pir 
Communists ha of the Communists. He ereat admira. 
aa aai sp returned to the Orthodox bes that the 
for buildin y 240,000 Serbs, and he also nde I 
iji £ a monument to commen praised them 
martyrs. !? emorate the Kossovo 


On the other hand, i 

and, it must also be l 
all of the aspirations of the Serbian aka song that not 
been satisfied, and that an intense m" leaders have 
Dutween the Borhlen Churek and € : — IS In progress 
who resent any form of Serbian phos here y 2 
Spinka undoubtedly dislikes the id p ADM 
Macedonian Church when he writes ah z eee cmn 
na M. din) Ind puis te fun 
tri : gy had petitioned the Serbian 
Lage uem for an independent ecclesiastical status. It 

s un 3 > tl 
dita" pmo e such a request would be re- 
+, - eupon ine group declared the independence of 
he Macedonian Orthodox Church, and elected Father Jo- 
van J elev, a seventy-one-year-old priest who was friendly 
to Tito, as the temporary head of the new organization. A 
General Council was called, which elected him patriarch 
of the restored ancient Bulgarian partriarchate of Ohrid. 
The new church consists of the metropolitanates of Ohrid, 
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ent.” Even the Croa- 
d by Mr. Jukić, are 
n Croatia. 
has been 


n the Communist Croat *governm 

ng to the information possesse 

diesatisfied with the privileged position of Serbian Communists ] 

He says that the belief in a continuous existence of Yugoslavia 
shattered even among those people who still believed in it. 

]9 Editorial by Adam Pribićević in Glas kanadskih Srba, (Wind 
Nov. 26, 1953). 

90 cf. an article by Mr. Azis 
Američki H rvatski Glasnik 
Ewald Amende, Die Nationalitaeten in den 


1931), p. 374, in which he states: “In the part o 
Serbia there were in 1912, during the Turkish rule, 


Serbian predominance i 
tian Communists, accordi 


sor, Ont., Canada: 


Čengić, “Nekoliko riječi na temu knjige dr. Balića,” 

(Chicago: April 15, 1953), and the book by Dr. 
Staaten Europas ( Wien-Leipzi£: 
f Macedonia which came 


640 Macedonian 
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44A. Strumica, and Skoplje.” 2! Mr. Ostovié estimates that 
Me emancipation of the Macedonian Orthodox Church, 
since t duit of Serbian Orthodox in Yugoslavia wil be 
- n per cent. 2 The Serbian Church, because of her 
-— chauvinism, cannot tolerate Macedonian emanci- 
vation in any form, so her struggle to subdue the Macedon- 
ns continues openly and secretly. . . 
Incidentally, even some Serbian newspapers in exile 
occasionally criticize the present attitude of the Serbian 
Orthodox Church toward Communism, and also, some of 
them condemn her extremely low moral and ethical stand- 
ards. "The Political Bulletin of the Serbian Newspaper” 
(Rome), published by the Serbian Chetnik leader Mr. Do- 
broslay Jevđević, emphasizes particularly the following 
points: “We are sorry to discuss again the difficult and 
detrimental conditions existing in the Serbian Church. The 
Church is in an anarchical condition. The only possibility 
to improve the situation is to return her to the recognition 
of the hierarchy established by Christ. This cannot be 
achieved, however, as long as the head of the Church is 
such a puny opportunist as the present Patriarch Vikentije, 
who is more an exponent of Tito's policy than of the Chris- 
tian Church of St. Sava. ... In Great Britain, the Patriarch 
promotes priest Miloje, because he is ready for egotistic 
reasons to conduct Church policy in a pro-Tito spirit.” * 
m Jevdevié called the present Patriarch a “puny oppor- 
unis." But how “puny” he really is became clearly evident 


ia 
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as we EM teachers and about 37,000 pupils. Under the Serbian rule, 
Remis d =a II, there was not a single Macedonian school . . . In 1912, 
a uL the same Macedonian territory 761 Macedonian Orthodox churches 
bes 1. ops and 833 priests. In Yugoslavia, there were none. All churches 

een made Serbian, some of the teachers and priests were killed, others 


expel] TP | 
"idm p dismissed. The Serbian priests came to take over the Macedonian 
2 - » Op. cit, p. 255. 
23 b. OVIC, Op. cit., p. 130. 
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when, in October, 1952, he issued a i 

i i p. public state: 
porting the Communist government in its mem sup- 
the Catholic Church. 24 In that statement he de mi 
the Catholic bishops because of their ‘es nounced 


| | inimical actio 
against our country," and their “violation of the Constitu. 


tion and our laws.” Also, he frankly declared: “The rela 
tion between the Serbian Orthodox Church and the state 
m character ized by a gradual and steady improvement 
This proves that the relation between the Church and the 
State is normal, and that all rumors about religious perse- 
cution are completely unfounded. ... 25 There are, of 
course, some Serbians who are ashamed of the position 
taken by the official Serbian Church. A noted Serbian pro- 
fessor, Mr. Slobodan Jovanovié (now in London), wrote a 
letter to Patriarch Prodanov objecting to his servile state- 
ments and to his support of the Communist cause. However, 
his letter did not change the situation in the slightest. On 
the contrary, the new Communist law on religion which in 
fact legalizes religious persecution was greeted by Mr. Vi- 
kentije with the following statement: “The new law has 
completely established freedom of religion and freedom of 
church activity!" Thus, while the Catholic Church and the 
Islamic Religious Community are bravely fighting for their 
freedom, for ethical principles and for God, the leaders 
of the Serbian Church eagerly and meekly collaborate with 
Communism and support its antireligious aims. 

As already explained, the Serbian Church 1s extremely 
intolerant toward everybody who does not belong to her. 
In addition to Catholics, the Moslems are the principal suf- 
ferers. Mr. Ostovié describes their situation as follows: 
“We might add that the Serbians, accustomed to the identi- 
fication of the Church with the state, are imbued with a 


strong hostility not only toward all other creeds, but par- 








24 Danica, Chicago, Nov. 5, 1952. 
95 Danica, Chicago, Nov. 9, 1952. 
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All Moslems were driven 
the country Was liberated from the 
his with the tolerance of the Moslems, 
not only survived but was 

rically predon e Balkans generally and in 
nm articular. The Serbian animosity toward the 
ee a the Moslems are generally called, took the 
form of persecutions which culminated in attempts at ex- 
termination during World War II when plans were laid by 
Draza Mihajlovié for the final elimination of the Moslems 
after tne war.” 22 From the “Message of the Croatian 
ir Religious Brethren in the World" we quote : 


Moslems to thel 
“The Serbian Orthodox religion Was the only favored re- 


ligion in Yugoslavia. The tendency was to wipe out every 
other religion, especially Islamism. It is easy to under- 
stand this attituce when we bear in mind the fate of the 
Turks and Albanian Moslems in pre-war Serbia. Accord- 
ing to the Turkish historian Chelebi there were in Belgrade, 
capital of Serbia, during the Turkish rule no less than 217 
mosques. One by one, these mosques were destroyed by 
the Serbs. Only one of them, which did not resemble a 
house of prayer was spared. To ridicule this tragedy of 
the Moslems, a Serbian night club in Belgrade (Batal-Dza- 
— was named after this last mosque. This is only one 
l s | . . . 
aa E examples. Cases of forcible conversion to the 
ipar rthodox Church were a daily occurrence. In this 
NIŠ in me we €— the fate of the village Malce, near 
| Serbia. inhabital na € = 
"s s inhabitants were forced overnight to con- 
o the Serbo-Orth d . 
Missing aut th rthodox religion. The means used in 
shah, ocr ese conversions were threats, discharge from 
e employment and th — 
M 1 and threats backed by punishment." 7 
Since the Serbian Ch has | 
national expansio f f resi "—— 
in n. of denationali 1 
, enationalization and even annihila- 


toward the Moslems. 


~- —- op. cit., p. 109. 
| Message,” op. cit, p. 9. 
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tion of the non-Se parti 
Croatians, a goes particularly of Catholic and Mosl 
, a separation of Croatia and Sn cen, 
necessary i we i atia and Serbia is absolut 
sary in order to arrest such nefarioi absolutely 

a Orth dies neiarious activitie 
ee hodox people remain in Croatia, th A. 
establish their own Church, which ac » they can ireely 

f , which according to the ca 
of the Orthodox Church, can be only an i a 
eas A SN only an independent Church 
never a Pan-Serbian organization, or even les rch, 
column of Serbian political expansion. Thus, i S, a fifth 
a democrati E (fuat molat to i . thus, it would be 
c and just solution to create a free Croati 
Orthodox Church for all the Orthodox people in Croatia. 
after a peaceful separation of Croatia and Serbia That 
Church should include the whole Orthodox minority bibe. 
" and should be a purely religious organization, and not 
a means for any form ot denationalization. This is the 
opinion of an Orthodox Montenegrin, who has clearly 
recognized the fact that a Serbian Orthodox Church can 
never exist in a democratic order of things in a non-Serbian 
neighbor state, since it is the weapon of an evil imperialism, 
used to destroy the national personality and the very exist- 
ence of the non-Serbian peoples.” * 

The first step in a permanent plan of the Serbian Church 
for the transformation of Catholic Croats into Orthodox 
Serbians, were the creation of a "national" Catholic Church 
in Croatia, which would gradually become Orthodox. This 
aim, which is one of the reasons behind the present religious 
policy of the Yugoslav Communist government and the per- 
secution of Cardinal Stepinac, Was formulated long 48° by 
some Serbian politicians. For instance, Dr. J. Z. Milosav- 
ljevié, a Serbian ultranationalist, regrets that the Catholic 
gen den Frieden, (Zagreb: P utovi, 1943) 
p. 50, — An independent Croatian Orthodox Church was established 1n Croatia 
in 1942, and was recognized as such by some other Orthodox churches, partie 


ularly the Roumanian Orthodox church. On this occasion, 4 delegate of 
the head 9 e 


Roumanian Church came to Zagreb to consecrate and invest ' dex 
Croatian Orthodox Church, Metropolit Germogen. The Croatian Orthoco" 
Church was abolished, however, by the Serbian Communists in 194». 


28 S. M. Stedimlija, Verschwoerungen ge 
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Church in the first Yugoslavia was not a “national church” 
like the Orthodox Church, and that her head was “outside 
the territory of our state." Mr. Milosavljević continues: “It 
should be a sacred duty for all the Serbians to re-establish 
the Serbian National Catholic Church which would instruct 
her parishioners that the national state is the same symbol 
as the Church, and that without the national church there 
is no national state. . . . The Serbians do not desire a uni- 
versal Catholicism. . . . Universal Catholicism has been used 
to kill national spirit.” ? In accordance with this opinion, 
Mr. Milosavljević insists on the establishment of a Serbian 
“Catholic” theological school that would educate Serbian 
“Catholic” priests in a Serbian spirit. 


The Serbian attempts of a forcible or gradual conver- 
sion of Catholics and Moslems to Orthodoxy, conducted 
during the existence of a unified Yugoslav state, have been 
partly successful in the past, but only for one reason. The 
Yugoslav, in fact a Greater Serbian, state, has given the 
Orthodox Church the necessary background, so the Cath- 
olies lost about .200,000 of their members. Unfortunately, 
during the Second World War some overzealous Croats 
tried to retaliate by the same policy of religious conversions 
against the Serbs, failed however, and abandoned 
soon. The Croatian authorities recognized the r 
the Orthodox people to organize their 
Church in the Croatian state, 30 
Serbian Communists occupied Croati 
Orthodox Church was arbitrarily dissolved and its head, 
Metropolit Germogen, was savagely tortured and finally 
executed. Under the Communists, the Orthodox Church 
In Croatia has again become a tool of Greater Serbian pro- 


it very 
ight of 
own independent 
However, when Tito’s 
a, in 1945, the Croatian 


29 Milosavljević, op. cit., p. 74. ff. 

30 Ante Pavelić, Istina o tobožnjem prekrstavanju pravoslavnih (B. Aires. Hr- 
vatska Misao, 1953), p. 20. — This booklet is a defense of Pavelié’s reli lous 
policy during the Second World War. gio 
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paganda and indi en 
MEM denationalization of the non-Serbian Orthod 
Today, as alre E ": 

allied herself ks QI MNA, Qs 
Yugoslavia in order to ropte rs I 
nationalistic policy of making n" : 
out of non-Serbs. By her inh - 

Orthodoxy, and cons des areas tendency to convert t 

| b. bet equently to assimilate nati : J 
members of all other faiths, the Serbi nationally, the 
idunt £n | | , Serbian Church wil 
ünue to provoke permanent religious and nati Will con- 
in any Yugoslavia. It will be a todas national conflicts 
peace in that part of Europe, to iniu 2 2 of 
atian and Slovenian parts of Yugoslavia from the Ea ng 
Serbian parts, and to limit the activity of the Serbian Church 
to Serbia as it is expressed in the name of the Serbian Or- 
thodox Church. It would also be better for all concerned, 
if the Serbian Church restricted her activity to the field of 
religion and morals, and ceased to suport the imperialistic 
plans of the Serbian political leaders, and their policy of 
hatred and persecution. Although such a development may 
be very improbable, because of the strong ultra-nationalistic, 
anti-Catholic, anti-Moslem, and anti-Macedonian feelings 
of the Serbian Church hierarchy, it would immensely con- 
tribute to the increased political and cultural stability in 
Southeastern Europe and thus bring great benefits to the 
Serbian people themselves. The Serbian leaders should 
never forget that Cath olicism and Islamism are two universal 
religions, which they shall never be able to exterminate. 
Thus, for the sake of peace and order, Croatia and Serbia 
have to be separated, and not united in à spurious state 
whose existence has only increased the amount of national 
intolerance and hatred between its component parts. 
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sized 
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4 nas become completely c at are 
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ple, and have operated within by "à cu 
: bly differenl — — 
mework considera , lities is 
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rt ag strosity of history, responsible for horr 
has been a mons imental in the Increase 
ings of her peoples, and instrume 
— i tolerance and hatred.? In the past, some far- 
of mutual intole à; . ictine the 
sighted persons issued occasional warnings, predicting th 


By now, 
in à recent doc | 
not the same people, 


TW | l l : 
err strange when Mr. Griffith Taylor in his article "Ihe Geo- 
graphical Scene" (symposium Yugoslavia, op. cit., p. 3.) begins his analysis 
with the following sentence: “The Yugoslav nation, like most European 
nations, is primarily a creation of its environment". This sentence contains 
a double nonsense. First, there is no Yugoslav nation. And secondly, geo- 
graphical determinism, as implied in that sentence, is an obsolete oversimpli- 
fication which, applied to Yugoslavia, does not explain anything. In our 
opinion, geographical determinism is not less misleading than is racial de- 
terminism, As to the nonexistence of a Yugoslav nation, let us quote a Mace- 
donian Opinion to show that al] the nations enslaved in Yugoslavia agree on 
E. ant The outstanding Macedonian leader, Mr. Ivan Mihajloff, writes: 
head m sav nation does not exist, there Is no Yugoslay tradition, and 
not speak of a Yugoslay language. Likewise, there is not. for 
Tt lav nation, language, and iti 
ave their on ale 
?WD separate historica] 


8ClO go! | | 
"(n The Yugoslav problem between 
e than a struggle of 


ff : 
€ of the Serbians 


} Op. cit., p. 79 * 
One could Speak of 


example, 
» but there are Poles, Czechs, 
people 
| con- 
nothing 
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^" 498 - 
disastrous consequences P t 
| However, the European statesmen ence y ugoslavia 
nca dion status quo at any price, and ^Y | 
us rigen — re “Pond to such Warnings t PT 
X te o1 ypical Statement Written by M al Let 
982, “Yugoslavia of the p : — p 


ry caste can kee 
these people together, no dictator can order them to E 


friendly to one another, to love one another; neither one 
nor the other possesses tho Spiritual cement that would hold 
them together.” 5 This warning, like many other warnings, 
was ignored, but it is as true today as it was in 1932, and 
even truer after those horrible experiences of the period be- | 
tween 1941 and 1954. 


Mr. Adam B. Ulam sees in the Yugoslav state "a nine- 
teonth century dream which has fitted rather uneasily into 
tho realities of twentieth century politicas . . . "^ * It is true 
that there were some outstanding Croats who once believed 
in that dream. For instance, the noted Croatian painter Mr. 
Joza Kljaković has always been a great friend and ore 
of the Serbian people. He lived in Serbia before the Fir 
World War, and he took part, as an intimate friend of —À 
outstanding Serbians, in the creation of the first m 
via which he, at that time, considered as an ideal solution 


4 Adam D. Ulam, Titoism and the Cominfo 


3 Dercovici, op. cif, p. 50, ee University 
Presa, 1952), p. 6—7. | 
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oblems. Disgusted with Serbian hege- 
" ITO of the Croatian people between the 
sn on -ld Wars, he nevertheless continued to work for a 
Croatian-Serb understanding. Now, living in Argentina s 
a political refugee, he has published a very interesting boo 

(in Croatian). 5 In that book Mr. Kljaković relates, among 
other things, his experiences with the Serbians, and in the 
Epilogue he makes certain conclusions in regard to the 
possible continuation of a common Croatian-Serbian staté 
(Yugoslavia) after the defeat of Communism. This liberal 
and humanitarian artist and a life-long friend of the Serbian 
people has come to the following conclusion: ""TIwenty- 
two years in an unitary state with the Serbians has forever 
separated the Croatians from the Serbians.... Croatia and 
Serbia lived side by side for centuries, and the Serbs lived 
among the Croatians for three hundred years after fleeing 
to us from the Turks. They lived together without hatred 
ey without mutual struggle. However, after twenty years 
"ind tet — and joint living, such hatred has de- 
à Bevwaen TS and such cruelty has been dispvlaved 
m mutual annihilation as the world has r rr 
is further proof that we cannot " as never known. This 
Hive in a single state Cr 4 ignei p tast we cannot 
in the same structure. Aft 5.54 and Serbia cannot live 
living, not only ernan OT than thirty years of joint 
eter. * experiences and facts 
Spectives of the fut nd facts, but also the per- 
the othe uture, have completely se 

c Her. Therefore, we Croatian yY Separated one from 
Wn state, wien ans ae to establish our 
y political ernir or iia wil 
6 ponds to her interests and to th maint 
^ the necessities of 

peacef: ! ideas about an absolnte ; . 
— 5 coexistence of Croatia "ro ‘mM Possibility of the 
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. the members of various Croatian 


.. tian National Committee in Europe 


 goslav state are expressed by a life-long adherent of Yugo. 

slav "unity," there must be very serious reasons for it. We 

. have tried to explain some of them in this analysis, How- 

. ever, Mr. Kljaković, today a follower of the democratic 
Croatian Peasant Party of Dr. Maéek, e 


ty ( xpressed only what 
an overwhelming majority of all the Croatians believe. 


Similar ideas have been uttered on many occasions by 
TEES political factions. For 
example, Dr. Branimir Jelié, a leading member of the Croa- 

(Munich), who lived 
in England during World War Il, declares in his Memoran- 
dum sent on Jan. 25, 1952, to the President of the 6th Assem- 
bly of the United Nations, held in Paris, “The Croats and the 
Serbs are too different to be able to live together and to 
harmonize. Everybody who took the trouble of studying 
these two nations came to the same conclusion. Ethnically, 
these two nations have nothing in common: their religion, 
their culture, and traditions are entirely different. Why 
should these two nations, being so entirely different, be 
forced to live under one rule...? The Croatian National 
Committee, instead of assailing and exposing misdeeds done 
to the Croats, expresses the Croat opinion by stating that 
the bad past be forgotten and that the only solution of the 
national questions is the peaceful separation of Croatia and 
Serbia. The Croats wish fervently, from the bottom of their 
. hearts, to forget the last 30 years and to secure freedom, 
liberty, and democracy for their own state of Croatia, ag 
well as for that of Serbia, and that these two nations should 
live separately, leaving each other in peace and trying to 
enter into good neighborly relations.” ’ Consequently, 
“the Croatian nation will, under no condition, ever be will- 
ing to be under Serbian rule, or the same rule with the 
Serbs... all that the Croats wish and demand is to be free 


7 Dr. Branimir Jelić, "The Croatian Memorandum to the United Nations, 
Danica, Chicago, Feb. 13, 1952, p. 4. 
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y other nation, and together 


. their own national state as an family of national states 1n 
in 


again with the great European 


: ” B T m 25 retary- 
4 European — us quote Dr. Juraj Krnjevié, Sec 
Furthermo , 


ained & 
m asant Party, which obtame 

SS t Kxnjevid has expressed this opinion on r a 
- n [^ "nah at a meeting in Cleveland on p 
"ST ‘el red frankly: “AN of us, Croatians, are 
5, 1952, he a J... Even if it should happen that some 
j Saam ld tr to prevent the creation of a Croatian 
x senior : hole world would like to impose 
E vpn we M ‘the whole Croatian nation, will 
pel all our power for a Croatian state." ° — at : 
meeting at Oxford (England), Dr. Krnjevic said on arc. 
8,1953: “We differ from the Serbs in religion, history and 
mentality. Our characters are very different, and 1t was 
a great error in the past, and it would even be a. greater 
error in the future, to unite those two nations. . . . "' 10 


The same ideas have been repeatedly expressed by the 
President of the Croatian Peasant Party, Dr. Vladko Macek. 


For instance, at a meeting of the International Peasant 
Union, held on August 8th, 1953, in Washington, D. C., in 
memory of the great Croatian democratic leader, Stjepan 
Radić, Dr. Maček IS reported to have said the following: 
The Croatian Peasant Party is for the Croatian State on 
the whole ethnic territory of the Croatian Nation . .. The 
ro Stjepan Radić used in his fight were always and 
2 z y emma In spite of this, or maybe just because 
hee a " was mortally wounded in the Belgrade Parlia- 
une 20, 1928, fighting his battle for der 

and Croatian rj ht | Pannen 
hic ans. Bats. His body is dead but not his spiri 
It is this spirit and the ideas anq ing ema ePirit . X 
T and teaching emanating from 
8 Ibid., p. 4. 
9 Quoted in Danica, Chi 
Ü Quoted in Hrvatski Glas Y — ef, 1952, 

, Peg, March 30, 1953, 
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it that help the Croa 
these days of inge io a the "e ana abroad, in 
p | orrors of the Tit. 
Communist regime, and to hope with determin, e Tito's 
the program and ideals of Stjepan Radié ra that 
filled when, one day, our beloved count ^ P finally ful- 
the Communist tyranny and admitted ad free again of 
into the Free European Community.” !% ipn matuber 
ference from all this is that ¢ practical in- 
: today all Croatian political 
groups unanimously advocate a separation of Croatia fro, 
Serbia, ie., the dissolution of that oppressor state kno t€ 
Yugoslavia. cu mm 
After such representative statements it is evident that 
any Yugoslavia could be maintained alive only by ruthless 
force, by imprisonment and terror, by lies and vilifications. 
We hope, however, that the free nations of the world are 
not willing to pay such a high price in order to keep alive a 
ghastly state which is profoundly detested by a great 
majority of its inhabitants. Therefore, the nations of the 
present-day Communist Yugoslavia should be allowed, after 
the defeat of Communism, to choose freely their own polit- 
ical institutions in accordance with the preat principle of 
nolf-determination of nations." The Croatians and the 
Surbians represent two antagonistic worlds which can co- 
exist peacefully only if Croatia and Serbia are separated one 
from the other, and then gradually try to establish friendly 
neighborly relations as free and independent states, A 
third Yugoslavia, forcibly imposed upon the subjugated 
nations, would produce only more friction, oppression, terror 
and even wars. Hence, it is in the interest of a lasting 





= w-«- en mig EE 


10a Hrvatski Glas, Winnipeg, Feb. 22, 1954, p. L 
11 In our opinion, nn entirely free and democratic p ! "aii" j 
lend to the creation. of the following independent states: Croatia, Slovenia, 


Serbia, Macedonia, and Montenegro, and to the unification of Albanian -— 
tories (new in Yugoslavia) with a free Albania. This would þe 2 on 
logical and just solution of the Yugoslav problem. l'he objections 0 -— 
"experta" that the formation of small states is contrary to the modern trond, 


lehiacite in Yugoslavia would 
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fect a peaceful separation of Croa- 
European settlement to effect a p s us San 
. ond Serbia, as the only solution which can s A 
oe der in that important part of the ol 
ent peace and order " 
— j d Serbia should enter the Europea 
world. Croatia an ; 
€ *. independent and equal nations. 
ion ag free democratic, indep | 
v ai inl hat a just and reasonable 
Jt is our sincere opinion that a J 
ifie tion of Europe, 89 recommended in 1953 by Pope 
uniiiceu ` | | , ge AAi 
pius XII in his 15th Christmas Eve address to à fear — 
world, can only be achieved throu gh the process of — 
aelf-determination and free international cooperation oO: 
independent nations. Therefore, an absolutely necessary 
prerequisite for à democratic unification 1s the liberation of 
subjugated European nations. Or as the Pope expressed 
| - | . . . y’ | ti 
it in another address, the solution lies in this that ''states, 
remaining sovereign, freely unite into a juridicial commun- 
ity.’ 12 In such a free community, there is no place for a 
desire to subjugate other nations and to extend the range 
of one’s own power, and there is no place for those gtates 
which deny to other nations the right to existence, the right 
to their own culture and the right to shape freely their own 
destiny. In short, in a free community of European nations 
there should be no room for such states which, like Yugo- 
slavia, exist against the clearly expressed will of their in- 
habitants. The European Union, which is in the making, 
should be composed of free and independent states, and 
should never become an instrument to protect the imperial- 
iatic, totalitarian, or hegemonistic designs of any nation. 


arn hamed on the desire of some imperialists to preserve their hegemony in 
the: composite states. The existence of small states like Belgium, Luxemburg, 
—— m etc, proves the fallacy of their reasoning. The European 

nion should secure ti | : | 
wld secure an equal protection for both, the small and the large otaten. 


12 Pope Pius. XIl'n address to the Union of Italian Catholi ista. 7 | 
Brooklyn, Dec. 19, 1955, e Union of Italian Catholic Juriste, The Tablet, 
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2. Serbia in 1878. 
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The Balkan Peninsula following the Congress of Berlin, 1878. 
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3. Serbia in 1913. 
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5. Plans of Serbian imperialists. 
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6. Serbia in her ethnical frontiers. 
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This map represents the approximate ethnical division of Yugoslavia according to 
the absolute majority of the respective nationalities in their historical provinces. 
In VOJVODINA no nationality possesses an absolute majority. In SANDZAK 
(Sanjak), the Croatian Meslem population desires a union with Croatia. 
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